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INTRODUCTION ' ' 

^, This report presents and analyzes data gathered as one part of a 

multi-phase, multi-method, , comprehensive study of several aspects of the 

f 

House tlan. 

s 

At the beginning of February, 1976, a survey was taken of all students 
new to Cypress this semester. New students at Cypress who are registered 
for 6 units 0/ more are required to enroll in either Guidance 'Uo (Intrb^iuc- 
tion to Coliygef) or an alternate course for which they can receive Guidance 
ho credit, such as Guidance kQ (Women and Careers), Both Day and Extended 
Day classe^s were surveyed with a total N=:586, 

A questionnaire designed specifically to elicit information on 
(1) studen'ts' general knowledge of House facts, such as the name of their 
fiouse ^d the jiame of their House Advisor and, (2) students' general involve- 
ment in campus life, was adminis-tered* in either the first or second class 



meeting of the Guidance kO (or alternate) classe^Sk^^^^^n some but not all of 
^ese classes, a follow-up survey was done at the last meeting of the 



classes; Research Report #2 will present therse comparative data. 

Hi summary, this report in concerned with characteristics of new students 

* I * 

as they were in their first or second week of college life. • \ 



THE CONCEICr OF THE HOUSE 




Bigness in education has the .advantages of efficiency and 
economy, but also its disadvantages the^ greatest of which is 
the tendency of the student to become indistinguishable and 
ost/'^ Breaking up the bigness into more educative, manageable 
ciologically acceptable groups is the essence of the House 

V ; . ■ . , . ■ ■ 

Archite6.tural response: » ^ 



House, serving frc»n 400 to 1000 students, will 
be ^ocated at a, pedestrian node. 



;ach House has its oyn convenier^tly located parking areas 



The House is a place where (1) stuj||!nt meets student; 

(2) professor meet professor, apdK even more important; / 

(3) meets professor in an informal, * relaxed 
atmosd^^^. 



D. Spaces within the House ^consist of student-faculty 

lounge% seminars, snack bar-kitchen, library, carrels, 
'Student officers' office, offices for faculty- 
associates and counselors, , terraces. 



E« The House permijts more personalized student services. ' 



/ ■ 
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-STATISTICAL SUMMABY 



Reported HoTjse Membership 



1. Day classes 


(N=lt58) 






- Einstein: 


58- 


{12.66% 


of 


it58) 


, ••• Bernstein: 


h5 


( 9.82;? 


olr 




Muir -Twain,: 


78 


in. 03% 


of 


h5Q) 


, -Cdmegie : 


107 


{23.36% 


of 


h58) 


Edison : 


- 80 


(l7.it7J5 


of 


h5Q) 


Schweitzer 


2? 


( 6.33^^ 


of 


it58.) 


TSiorpe-: 


13 


■ .( 2.m 


of 


1*58) 


Don't know 




{ 9.Q3% 


of 


h5Q) 


Other Answer. 




{ 0.66% 


of 


h551 






100.005? 





2. Night classes (N=128) 

Einste.i^A -^5 '12 (' 9 • 37^ of 128 ) 

Bemst«ein >- 1 ( 0.78^ of 128) 

MuiT-Twain 19" {lk.Qk% of 128) 

Carnegie-:- " 22 (17.19^ 0^128) 

Edison: 12 1 9.38!? of 128) 

Schweitzer: 5 ( 3-91^ of 128) 

Thorpe: -2 ('1.56^ of 128) 

Don't know 1+5 (35.l6^ of 128) 

Ottxer Answer it) ( 7.81% of 128) 

' ' 12^ . 100.00% 



3.. Airdalf^es (N=586) 

Einstein: 70 (11.95^ of 586) 

\ Bernstein: %6 { 1 .Q5% of 586) 

Miiif -Twain: 97'- ( 16.5555 of '586) 

damegie: 129 cj^.01% of 5Q6Y 

Edison: 92 (15-70% of 586) 

Schweitzer:* 3k { 5-80% of 586) 

Thorpe: ' 15 (2.56% of 586) 

Don/t know 90 (15-36% of 586) 

Other Answer 13 ( 2T22> of . 5S6) 

58?" 100.00% 



0 



1 



V 



i 



Reported couns 


elors • 


Day classes only {U=k^8) 


Beamer 


U8 


(10.1*8? 


of 


U58) ' . 


Beamer/Tyrrell 


12 


(2.62^ 


of 


k58) 


Bilyeu* 


30 


■ . ( 6.55? 


of 


h58) 


Chew 


' 19 


( k.lk% 


of 


h58) 


McDermott 


k2 


( 9.17? 


of 


U58) . 


Melom 


36 


• ( 7.86? 


of 




Nor dee 


30 


(■6.55? 


of 


h5Q) 


Page 


37 


( 8.08? 


"of 


U58) 


Pannenter * 


2k 


( 5.2U? 


of 


U58) 


Rossier 


27 


( 5.90? 


of 


U58) . . - 


Spavilding 


32 


( 6.99? 


of 


U58) 


Tyrrell 


39 


( 8.52? 


of 


U58) 




• 18- 


( 3.93? 


of 


h5Q) , 


^C)6n' t know 


52 


(11.35% 


of 


458) 


Other Answer . 


12 


( 2.62? 


of 


U58) 




^58 


100.00? 





III. students' knowledge of House Advisors, by House. 
(N=U58) 



Day classes only. 



Einstein 
Correct 



Incorrect answer 



3 ( 5.17^ of reported H9use'meinber6hi£j» 
15 (94. 83% of reported House membership) 
58 100.005? 



Bernstein 



Correct answer 
Inconrect sinswer 



20 {kk.kk% of reported House membership) 
25 (55.56%^of reported House membership) 
"TTf" 100. 00? 



Huir-Twain 

Correct answer 
* Incorrect answer 



1 

77 



( 1^30% of reported House membership) 
(98. 70%^ f reported House membership) 



loovoo: 



Carnegie » 

Correct answer 
Incorrect answer 



• ^- 

60 ■ (56.07? of reported House membership) 
Ul - (U3.93? of i-eported House membership) 
.107 100. QO? 



Edison 



Correct answer 
Incorrect answer 



0 " ( 0.00? of reported House membership) 
80 (100.00% |Bf »eported Hoyse membership) 
Ho 100.00? 
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3. 



Schweitzer 



Correct answer 
Incorrert answer 



1 { 3*h3% of reported House membership) 

28 ( 96.554 of reported House membership) 

29 - 



Thoi-pe 

Correct answer 
Incorrect answer 



0 ( 0.00? of reported Hbijise membership) 
1^ (100.00% of reported House membership) 
13 100,00? , 



IV. Students* knowledge of House Presidents, by House. Day -classes only. 
(N=l+58) 



Einstein 



^Correct answer- 
Incorrect ansver 



11 

H 

58 



(l8.9T? of reported House membership) 
^81,13% of reported House membershlD) 
100.00? 



Bernstein 



Correct a'nsver 
Incorrect answer 



5 



{11,11% of reported House membership) 
(SS. 89% of reported House membership) 
100.00? * • 



Muir-Wain 



Correct ^^nswer 
Incorrect answer 



0 CC.OO? of reported House membe]?ship) 
78 ( 100.00% of reported House membership) 
W 100.00? 



Carnegie 

Correct ansver 
Imcorrect answer 



Edison 

Correct answer 
Incorrect answer 



59 

48 

icrf 



0 

80_ 

80 



(55.1^? of reported House membership) 
(44.86% of reported House membership) 
100.00? 



CiJ^OO? of reported House membership) 
(100.00% of reported House membership) 



\ 



Schweftzer 



Correct answer 
Incorrect answer 



0 ( 0.00? of reported House membership) 
29_ (100.00%" of rexx)rted House membership) 
29 



Thorpe 

At the time th^r survey was taken, Thorpe House had not yet 
elected House officers. ^ 



erJc 



IZ 

1r 



Reported niJinber of hours per 
1. J)ay classes (N=U58) • 



0-5 


hours 


per 


week 


6-10 


hours 


per 


week 


11-15 


hours 


pe'l' 


week 


l6-20 


hours 


per 


veek 


21-25 


hours 


per 


week 


26-30 


hours 


per 


veek 


31-35 


hours 


per 


veek 


36-I1O 


hours 


per 


veek 


U1-I15 


hours 


per 


veek 


U6-5O 


hours 


per 


veek 


51-55 


hours 


per 


week 


56-+ 


hours 


per 


veek 



Housevife 

H01U8II P^r veek vary 



veek worked. 



20k 


ikk.5k% of 


U58) 


10 


( 2.18? of 


U58) 


19 


( k.15% of 


h^8) 


65 


(1U.19JS of 


k5Q) 


l»0 


( 8.13% of 


U58) 


33 


( 7.20? of 


U58) 


17 


( 3.7155 of 


U58) 


kk 


( 9.6l>J of 


U58) 


3 


( 0.66? of 


U58) 


. 9 


( 1.97? of 


U58) 


.0 


( 0.00? of 


U58) 


3 


( 0.66% of 


U58) 


6 


( 1.31? of 


1^58) 


- 5 


( 1.09? of 


U58) 




100.00? 





Night classes 


(N=128) 


0-5 hours 


per 


week 


6-10 hours 


per 


week 


' 11-15 hours 


per 


week 


l6~20 .hours 


per 


week 


21-25 hours 


per 


week 


26-30*hours 


per 


week 


31-35 hours 


per 


week 


36-40 hours 


per 


week 


"TIT^nr^ours 


per 


week 


U6-5O hours 


per 


week 


51-55 hours 


per 


week 


56+ hours 


per 


week 



Housewife 

Hours per week vary 



31 ] (2U.22? of 12"8). 

5 ( 3.91? of 128) 

X ( Q.T8? of 128) 

2 ( 1.56? of 128) 

5 ( 3.91? of 128) 

U ( 8.59? of 128) 

2 ( 1.56? of 128) 

56 (43.75% of 128) 

h ( 3.12? of 128) 

5 ( 3.91? of 128) 
1 ' ( 0.78? of 128) 

5 ( 3.91? of 128) 

0 ( 0.00? of 128) 

0 ( 0.00? of 128) 

12^ 100.00? 



3. All classes (N=586) 



0-5 hours per week 
6-10 hours per week 
11-15 hours per week 
16-20 hours per week 
21-25 "hours per week 
26-30 hours per week 
31-35 hours per week 
36-kO hours per week 
Ul-1+5 hours per week 
U6-r 50 hours per week 
51-55 hours per week 
56+ hours per week 
Housevife 

Hovirs per week vary. 



UO.IO? of 586). 
2.56? of 586) 
3.U1? of 586) 

11.1*3? of 586) 
7.68? of 586) 
7.51? of 586) 
3.2U? of 586) 

17.06? of 586) 
1.20? I|k586) 
2.U0? of 586) 
0.17? of 586) 
1.37? of 586) 
1.02? of 586) 
0.85? of 586) 



100.00? 



1 



p. . 

Rfel^rttd nua^^er of hoiirs in^class or labs per week. 

1. -Da^. classes . ,(N=1*58) 

■^1 . • 



22+ ^ hours 
No answer 
Excessive tc 
reported* 



2. Night -classes (j^28) 



week 


5 


( 1.09% of lt58) 


week 


29 


( 6.33? of lt58) 


week 


3.0 


( 6.55? of lt58) 


week . 


70 


(15.28? of lt58) 


Week 


90 


(19.66? of It 58) 


week 


89 


(I9.it'3? of lt58) 


week' 


. 7k 


(16.16? of lt58) 


week 


• 37 


( 8.08? of'lt58) 




10 


( 2.18? of lt58) 


hours 








2h 


( 5.2lt? of lt58) 




1^58 


100.00? 



1-3 ho\irs per 


week 


k 


( 2.12? 


of 


128) 


U-6 ho\irs per 


week 


10 


( 7.83? 


of 


128) 


7-9 ho\irs per 


waek 


27 


(21.09? 


of 


128) 


lQ-12 hours per 


week 


. '»3 


(33.59^ 


of 


128) 


13-15 hours per 


week 


27 


(21.09? 


of 


128) 


I6-I8 ho\irs per 


week 


8 


( 6.25? 


of 


.128) 


19-21 ho\irs per 


week 


*5 


( 3.91? 


of 


128) 


?2+ ho\irs per 


week 


3 


( 2.3it? 


of 


128) 


No ansver 




0 


( 0.00? 


of 


128) 


Excessive total 


hours 










reported* 




1 


( 0.78? 


of 


128) 






12B" 


100.00? 







^ See page 119 of this report for explanation. 
3. , All 'classes (N=586) 



1-3 hours 


per 


week 


.9 


( 1.5it? 


of 586) 


i+-6 hours 


per 


week 


39 


( 6.65? 


of 586) 


7-9 hours 


per 


week 


57 


( 9.73? 


of 586) . 


10-12 hours 


.per 


week 


■ 113 - 


(19.28? 


of 3b6>^ 


13-15 hours 


per 


week 


117 




-of 586) . 


16-18 hours 


per 


week 


97 


Ji€r55? 


of 586) 


19-21 hours 


per 


week 




(I3.it8? 


of 586) 


22+ hours 


per 


week 




( 6.83? 


of 586) 


No answer 






10 


( 1.71? 


of 586) 


Excessive total 








reported* 




25 
555" 


( It. 27? 
100.00? 


of 586) 



Reported number of hours on campus aside from class or le^ 
1." • Day classes (Na^jS)--' ' 



0-1.9 hours pgr week 
2-3.9 hoxirs per week i 
^-5.9 hoxirs per week 
6-7.9 hoxirs per week 
8-9.9 hoxira per week 
1(7-11.'9 houfs'.per week 
12-13.9 hoxirs per" week 
1^-15.9 hoxirs per week 
No clAss hours reported* 
Excessive total hours 

reported* 
Misread question* 



187 
102 
57 
36 
19 



10 

16 

21 

CIS" 



(itO.83^ of k5Q) 
(22.2755 of ii58) 
(12. UU^ of 1»58) 
( 7.865? of k$.8) 
( k.15% of k3Q) 
( 1.53% of k5^ 
( 0.kk% of ii58) 
( 0.22^ of k38) 
( 2.18% of ii58) 

( 3.it9^ k5Q) 
( h.59% of k58) 
100.00? 



2. Night classes (N=128) ^ 

0-1.9 hoxirs per week- 86 

2-3.9 hoxirs per week ,23 

^-5.9 hoxirs per week ■ 8 

6-7.9 hours per weel^ 2 

8-9.9 hours per week • 1 

10-11. 9 hoxirs per week 0 

• ^ 12-13.9 hoxirs per week 0 

lU-15.9 hoxirs per week 0 

No class hoxirs reported* 0 
■Excessive total hours 

reported* 3 

Misread question* 5 

' -128 



(67.19iJ of 128) 
(17.97? of 128) 
( &.25% of 128) 
( 1.56% of 128) 
( 0.78? of 128) 
( 0.00? of 128) 
( 0.00? of 128) 
( 0.00? of 128) 
( 0.00? of 128) 

'( 2.3it? of 128) 
( 3.91? of 128) 
100.00? 



3: All Glasses (K=586) 

0-1. 9 hours per week 
2-3*9 hours per week 
U-^.9 hours per week 
6-7.^ hours per week 
8-9.9 hours per week 
10-11. 9 hours per week 
12-13.9 hours per week 
1^-15.9 hours per week 
No* class hours reported* 
• Excessive total hours 
reported* 
Misread question* 



273 {k6.59% of 586) 

125 * (21.335? of 58^) 

65 , {11.09% of 586) 

38 ( 6.1i9^ of 586) 

20 ( 3.kl% of 586) 

1 { X lil9^ of 586) 

2 i 0.35J5 of 586) 
1 ( 0.175f of 586) 

10 * ( 1.71J5 of 586) 

19 I ( 3.2ii? of 586) 

26 I , ( kM% of 586) 
J 100.00? 



* See p€ige1il26 



•f ■ ' 

of 'this report for expleuiation . 



7. 

VIII. Students' reports of where they ate lunch* over a one-week period. 

1. Day classes (N=Ii58) . 

0 

Own House at least once 83' (l8.l2^ of 1+58) 

Other House at least once _ ( 7.8655 of 1+58) 

4 9£L^^P"^ ' 214 " ' (lt6.73fa of lt53) 

Didn't eat lunch* , 125 {27.29% of h^S) 

^ 100.00^ 

2. ■ ^Jight classes (N=128) 

On campiis at least once 11 ' ( 8.59^ of 128) 

Off campus ' ^ {^9.22% of 128) 

Didn't eat lunch* {k2:i9% of 128) 

128 100.00^ 



3. - All classes (N=586) 

On campus at least once 13O (22.18/? of 586) 

Off campus , . 277 .{hi. 21% of 586) 

Didn't eat lunch* 179 . '{30.55% of 586) 

5^ 100. ( 



IX. Reported participation in ex^ra-curricular activities over a 
one-week period. * . . " 



i. Day classes (N=lt58) 



t(o activities , 418 '•' (91.26^ of 1+58) 

1 activity 30 , ( 6.55% pf 1+58) 

2 activities 8 ' ( 1.755^ of 1+58) 
; ■ 3 activities 2 (.O.ltU^ of 1*58) 

"iooToof • 

2. Night classes (N=128) 

"H I No activities . 126 {9Q.hk% of 128) 

' 1 activity / • ^ 1 ( 0.78^ of 128) 

2 activities ' t 1 ( 0.78^' of 128) 

3 activities 'O ( 0.00^ of 128) 



I2F 100.005s 



3. All classes (N=586) 



No activities . • 544 (92.83% of 586)_. 

'1 activity 31 ( 5.29^ of 5861" 

2 activities ■ 9 ( 1.5U55 of 586) 

3 activities 2 " ( 0.3U^ of 586) 

5^5" 100. 0C% 

* See page 161 of this report for explanation. 
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1. House Membership 

Students were asked to name the House to which they were assigned by 

^he question "The nam^^ofHhe House I belong to is •" The 

Statistical Summary bn page 1 shows House membership as elicited by this 
questioa. Figured 1-3 display the. data in graph form. Of ^ interest is'' 
the fact that in the d^ classes, 9.83^ of. the students eiiher^lefb the ^ 
response spape blank, or put a question mark there. In a 'few cases, 
students wrote in such thipgs as "I forgot." In two cases, students 
listed "3 or k Houses; apparently titky we^e listing all the Houses in which 
they have classes, (These were scored as "Don't know."). In the extended 
day classes, 35. l6^ of the students either left the response space blank 
or put a question mark there. The difference in the day-class percentage 
and the extended day percentage is of cojxrse to be ^^ected by virtue of 
the faat that extended day students are not assigned to Houses. What is 
of further interest is ythat in the extended day classes, ^7 .Ok% of the 
students reported that they were assigned to a House, which indicates that 
day students take extended day classes. The converse is also true; the 
"Other answers" category for the day classes includes such responses as 
"None -v,I am a night student.", and 2 such responses .^tu^ed up in the 
day class population.*^ - - , / 

In the extended day classes, a distinction was made between those 
students "who either left the response space blank or put a question ^rk 
and those who wrote in something such as "l*m a night student" or 

: ■ , • ; , ^ . 

•^The "^ther answer" category for the day classes also includes 2 
irrelevant answers which apparently stemmed from the students' mis- 
reaSing of the question. 



"•X • . 9. '* ■ 

"not applicable.". The former^ were coded as "Don't know^' while the 
latter were- coded as "Other i." This distinction waa made because of th^ . 
possibility that those extended day students who vrote in response^ such 
as "Night student" or "Not applicable" were thereby displaying knowledge 
. of .the Houge Pl'an- and the realization that as an extended day\tuden\, 
they were not assigned to a Jlouse, while those students who left the 
response space blank or put a xjuestion mark possibly may not even be 
aware of wha^ the Hou^e Plan, is whether or not thfy are a part of it. 

While this distinction was made, the reader is*hQrie\;heless cautioned that' 

■ ■■' ^ 

this distinction- is merely a hypothesis.^ ' ^ • . • 

There. was J slight indication that in some students minds , the' 
concept.of "Hoise" is identified with the concept of "Division"; 32 
students in thl entire population (N=586) answered the House membership 
^question 'with /the name of a Division. . ^ 

With respect to the significance of the fact that 9.83^ of the day 
students were not able to nanje the House to vhich they, had ''been assigned, 
it shoul^be noted that a student's ability to name his or her House^ may 
not necessarily be related to participation in campus' life, and that'^a 
student's inability . to name his or her House may not mean that he or 
shevdoes not par-^icipate in campus life* These will be examined ifi 
later sections of this report. ' ' % I 



I 

2 ' * ' • . 

This hyxxDthesis will be tested ernd rpmilts repovho^l in -o. later report, j}- 
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100 

90 
80 
70 
6o 
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12.66 
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17. 03-- 



9.83 



Figure 1. 



Report House Membership, 
Day Classes, expressed as 
percentages of N=l458. 



\ 
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6133 



9.83 



0.66 
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9.37 
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17.19 
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9.38 
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Figure 2. 



Reported House Membership, 
Extendefi Day Classes, 
expressed as percentages 
of N=12a. 



35.16 



1.56 

■rn 



Einstein Bernstein Muir-Twain Carnegie Edison Schweitzer Thorpe 



Other ' 



J' 



or blank 
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Figure 3. 



Reported House Membership. 
All Classes, expressed as 
percentages of N=586. 



15.35 



2.56 
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or oj 



Other 
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2. Counselors 



Students were asked to name their counselors by the question ''The' 

name of my counselor is " The Statistical ^Summary on pa^e 2 

^shovs the dajr students' reports of who their counselors are as elicited by 
tfrts question. If students left the response space blank, or if tfeey put a 
question mark there, or if they neuned a person vho does not have counselees 
such as Cifelli, then these answers vere coded as "Don't know." Ic the 
"Other" category were included such" responses as "None.- night student", 
"Not applicable and 5 students vho reported that they vere counselees of 
Hay Solano. 



^ extended day classes, students reported their counselors as 
follows: {N=i28) 



Lqrs 



Beamer 


5 


( 3.91? of 


128) 


Bilyeu 


3 


'( 2.3ii$ of 


128) 


Chev 


3 


( 2.31*? of 


128) 


McDermott 




( 3.12? of 


128) 


Melom 


3 


( 2.31*? of 


128) 


Nordee 


3 


( 2.3i*? of 


128) 


Page 


8,r 


( 6.25$ of 


128) 


Parmenter 




( J*. 69? of 


128) 


Rossier 


1? 


( 0.78? of 


128) 


Spaulding 


2; 


( 1.56? of 


128) 


Tyrrell 




( 1».69? of 


128) 


Woodington 


1 


( 0.78? of 


128) 


Bales 


3 . • 


.,L.2.3_i»?_ot. 


JL28) 


? or blank 


69 


(53,91% Of 




None or N/A 


9 


( 7.03? of 


128) 


Other 


2 


( 1.56? of 


128) 



F(5V the extended day classes, these reported figures may include both of 
the following categories of students: (l) day students vhp^ are taking 
Guidance ^0 as an extended day class in order to fit into their vork 
schedule or school schedule (2) extended day^ students vho are not assigned 
a counselor in the same manner as are the day .students , but vho, throiigh 



ERLC 



2 



5 



erJc 



contapt with counselors, perceive those persons as being their counselors abd 
therefore report them as their counselors. The "None or not applicable- 
category should^probably be combined Vith €he "Don't know or blank" category, 
since both these categories reflect that th^' student did not know a^counselor 
by name whom lie could list as possibly being his counselor; however, these 
categories have been reported separately because of the possibility that . 
those ana^ering "None or Not applicable" realize that as extended day 
students, they are not assigned a counselor, while those responding with 
a question mark or a blank response space may not realize that they are not 
assigned a co-anselor . 



3This distinction is merely a possibility and shouldn't be construed as 
,a finding. 
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3. House Advisors 

Stu^nts were asked to name their House Advisor through the question 

"The name of my House Advisor is The Statistical SummaSy 

on pages 2-3 shovs the percentages of day students who were able to 
correctly name their Hpuse Advisors, broken dovm by House- Although the 
Summary shovs that Carnegie House had the largest percentage of students 
correctly naming the House Advisor, this (and all the other percentages) 
should be interpreted vith extreme caution, by virtue of the following: 
Part of the material covered in Guidance ko classes concerns House Advisors,' 
and^ since different Guidance hO classes covered this material at different 
times during the course, the percentages of incorrect responses may merely 
reflect^ that students in particular Guidance kO classes had not yet learned 
that material at the time the survey was taken- For this reason, low 
percentages of correct responses should not be construed as Houses' failure 

t V 

to make contact vith students, or as students' lack of* interest in the 
Ho\ise Plan or campus life or vhatever; rather the lev percentages of 
correct responses should at this po^int be interpreted merely as an indicator 
of what had been taught in the Guidance 1*0 classes at tUe time the survey 
vas taken. The foUov-up surveys of these nev students vill give a much 
more accurate picture with respect to this question. 

For all day classes combined, the i)ercentagca of^ correct an<^ incorrect 

responses are as follows : 

Con^ct ^ 85 of 1+58) 

Incorrect 325 (7036% of U58) 

Ho\iae unknown h8 {l0.kQ% of U58) 

looToo?' 



- ■ - . 16. ■ 

Figure k shows the percentages in graph form. Again, these percentages 

should be interpreted with extreme caution for the reasons listed above; 

\ ''' 

the follow-up survey of theie new students will yield figures whicl^ will 
more accurately reflect students' knowledge of House Advisors. 



J 
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Students knowledge of House 
Advisors , all Day classes > 
Expressed as percentages 
of N=458* 



STUDENTS' RE/SPG NSES 



^ -Combined with responses categorized as "other" • 



4^ 
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^. House Presidents 
. students .were i^ked to name their HousexPresidents through the 
question ''The nanie of my House President is ^ ^' • The' * 



Statistical Summary on page 3 shVs^^e percentages^'of cprrect and incorrect 
responses, broken down by House. As was the case vfith fie House Advisors, 
these per^ntages, should be interpreted with extreme caution. At the time 
the survey was taken, some Guidance UO classes had already had the ifouse 
Presidents come i,nto the class and introduce themselves to the class ° but 
other Guidance ItO classes did not do that until after the sutVei^'was taken. 
The percentages, theirefore, should' again at this point be interpreted as " 
merely an indicator of which. House' Presidents had already spoken to certain 
classes. Again, the follow-up purveys of these new students will give a 
much more accurate picture with respect to this question. 



\ 

For^ responses to both the question on llouse Presidents and Ho.use . 
Advisors, both first names end/or last names were accepted as correct;* * 
i.e., it wasmot reqj|||||||^d that students be able to list th^ Advisor or 
President by full name. In. one case, a student responded, "I don »t. know 
her name, but I know laer when I se>her," and this. wa3 coded as sf correct 
response. ^ , ^ 



For all day clasps coifcined, the 'per<ifen'tg.ges of correct and incorrect 
responses are as follows: 



Correct- 75 (l6.38j{ of 1+58) 

Incorrect 322 (70.30^ of 1+58) - * 

House unknown '1+8 (l0.1+8^ of 1+58) 

Thorpe Hcjuse^ 13 ( 2.81+^ of 1+58) • 

■ ' ^fS"^ ■ 100.. 005? 

Figttre 5 shows this in graph form. f 

'*Thorpe House had not elected officers at the time the survey was taken. 
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Figure 5. 



Students^ knowledge of 
House Presidents, all 
day classes . fecpressed 
as ^e2*centages of ff^U^b. 



2.81; 



Thorpe 

I' 



6- 
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^Combined with answers catep,oa;;^ized as "otrier". 
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5. Reported Hours Worked per Week 

* 

Students were asked to indicate how many hours per wee'c they work 

by the question "l work _/ hours every week on a job outside 

I. 

of school/' The Statistical Summary on page U shows hours worked per week 
as elicited by this question. Figures 6, 7, and 8 show these percentages 
in graph -form. Of interest are the differences between the day classes 
and extended day with respect to the shapes df the frequency polygons; 
the curve for the day classes (figure 6) is sharply skewed to the left, 
while the. .curve for the extended day classes (figure 7) has its mode at 
35-Uo hours pef week. These differences illustrate the differences between 
day and extended day students with respect to nxanber of hours per week 
worked; .fewer day students work than night students, and they worl^ fewer 

c 

hours, whereas the tendency for night students is to 'work 1*0 hours per 
week, if they do work. This difference may be more dramatically illus- 
trated by comparing the cumulative percentage 'curves for day and extended 
day classes in figures 9 and 10; note that the ^curve for the day classes 
starts at kk.3k% (i'le., kh.5h% of day students work between 0-5 hours 
per week) and thereafter ris^ gradually and more' or less steadily. In ' 

contrast, the cumialatiye percentage cur^ for the extended day classes 

> 

stairts at a much lower .percentage {2k.22%) and thereafter rises gradually 
until the 33-kO hours per week category, at which, point it rises sharply. 

> 

Of fvirther interest with respect to differences between day and 
extended day students is the fact that when dayt students d'o work, they are 
more likely to work 15-20' hours per week rather than UO hotirs per week. 
Figure 6 illustrates thi'S. In contr^t, very few extended day students 
work 15-20 hours per w^ek^ if they*do work. ,It is much more likely to be 

' • 37 ' ■ . ■ 
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kO hours per week. Figure 7 illustrates this. That is, the most 
"popular" niimber of hours per week to work for those day students who 
do. work is between 15-20, i.e., half-time, while the great majority of 
those extended day students who work work ful>«lS^ime, 

- Figures 8^ and 11 show the percentages of hotirs worked per week for 
an classes in a frequency polygon and as cumulative percentages, res- 
pectively. Figure 8 gives a general picture of all new students; €he . 
polygon is tri-modal, with the highest mode at 0 hours per week, the ^ 
lowest mode at 15-20 hours per week, and the middle mode at 35-liO hours 
per week. ^ 

Arithmetic means were al^o taken of nunfber of^ hours per week worked:^ 

Day classes: M=1U.523 
Extended Day classes: M=:28.32 
All classes': M=:17.527 

These figures should probably not be interpreted as the "average" number 

of hours per week worked by students because of (l) the skewedness of 

the distributions and (2) the extreiiiely large standard deviations.^ What 

can be gleaned from the arithmetic means are the differences between day 

and extended day students with respect to number of hours per^week worked. 

^The differences which have been pointed out between day and extended 
day classes are Interesting when examined in the light of the registretr^s 
figures on age differences between day and extended day students. The 



^These means were ccimputed fromVaw, ungrouped data, not ^'from't^he ^^rouped 
data as presented in the Statistical Summary. 

^Mean standard deviations f6r number of hours per week worked as as follows 

Day classed, s=l6.52 

Extended Day classed ' s-15«^3 

All classed'"^* s-15*6l+ . 
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Records Office Bulletin, No. 21, dated February 23, sho\fs that 

fhe^odal age for day students is the category l8-20, with the next highest', 
point, in the category 21-2li; in contrast, the modal age for the extended 
day students is the category 25-31*, with the next highest point in the 
category 357^9 J The picture *hich is gradually evolving^ut is at this 
time incomplete) is that there may be ^gnificant differences between the 
day student population and the extended day stteient populatioji whi^ in 
turn majr lead to differences in, -for example, involvement in campus - 
activities and identification with the college. These differences wilj 
be pointed out throughout this report. ' - ' S^ 

Note in the Statistical Summary the category "HousewfTe." This was 
coded separately not because housewives do not in fact work several hours 
per week, but because an extensive lit^ature search failed to turn up _ 
any findings on the number of hour^Spej^^^^ek put in by housewives. - 

V 

Estimates in the literature ranged from ^0 hourspei:^jjeek to 99 hour^per 
week, but these were stated clearly as beings estv^^^s "mther than the'^-^ 
result^ of research.^ "Housewife" responses w^re tljerefore coded ^^parately 
to avoid the introduction of a possible large error. , v 

- \ - - 

"i^Note that the registrar's figures are for all studenib, both contiiiuing 
and new students, while this report contains figures only -of students 
new to Cypress this semester. ^ 

8parentheti«lLLly, it is interesting .fto note that tKere does not appear 
to be very much research at this time on housewives in the United States. 
Very little is known about how many hours they sjl^nd doing housework or 
caring for children, what their dail;^ routine consists of, what their 
life-style is like during the day, etc. I;e., there exi^s an entire 
subculture -encompassing a large part of the poi^nl^^t-ion about which very 
little is inown. 
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6, Reported Number of Hours in class or labs per weel: 

Students were asked to indicate how many hours per week tfiey spend 
in classes or labs by the question "I spend about ' ' hours a week 

at school in classes or labs," ^ The Statistical Summary on page 5 shows 

number of hours per week in class or labs as elicited by this question. 

^ ft 

It is assumed for purposes. of this 'report that students, were reporting 
the maximum , possible nmber of hours per week speht in classes or labs ' ' 
rather than the actual, although* since this survey was taken during either 

H * ^ ' 

the first or second week of the semester*, the maximimi possible number of 
hours is probably close to or identical with the actual hours. That is. 
It is assumed that whfen %sked this sort of a question, students will 
answer with the maximum number of hours that they should spend in classes 
or labs rather than with the actual nv^ber of hours that they do spend. 

Note* in the Statistical Summary *the categories "No answer" and 
"Excessive total hours reported." . In the' former ' category , students who 
left the response space blank were reported as giving no answer ; apparently 
these students misread the question. Inthe latter category, "Excessive 
totauL hours reported," studeiAs wer^e assumed to have overestimated the 
nuafber of hours^ spent in classes or labs if they reported that they worked 
a. large number of hours per week and si>ent a large number ^f extra hours 
per week on campus.^ That is, there were three questions concerning the 
number of hours a student spend in various activities (work, hours in 
class or labs, ext*a hours on campus), and if a student reported, for' 
example , that he or she worked Uo hours a week , *%pent 35 hours a week ,in 
class .or labs, cmd spent 20 hours* a week on canpus aside from classes 
and Itos, it was assumed that this student had overestimated the latter 



, • ■ 30. - • 

two'. The number of hours per week worked was assumed .to be correct by 
virtue of the fact that people in general know exactly how mapy hours per 
week they work. ^ ' ' 

Figures 12-ll^ show the reporte4 nilmber of hours per wee~k spent in 
classes or labs expressed,,as percentages. The shap'^s of the frf^biency 
polygons agalh point up the differences between_students in day classes ' _ 
^ and in extended day. classes. Note that W curve for the day classes is 
modal at 12-15 hours per week, but that the categories 9-12 hours per 
week tod 15-18 hour's per week have almost as many responses. In contrast, 
the polygon for the extended^ day classes is modal at^9-i2 hours per week, . 
and note both the steep rise to that mode and sharp drop-off from it. 

r 

Whdt this means is th^t day students are more or less evenly distributed 

from 9-18 hours per week, while tl;i^ expended day students tend to be • ^ 

concentrate'd between 9-12 hours perVKe^k. Another measure of the difference 

between day and extended day students can be seen in the arithmetic means 

for the two -groupri^ » ^ ' 

Day classes: - M=15.Q28,, 

Extended day classes: M=11.U2 

' - \ • 

(.Again these means must be interpreted with caution becaus^ of slight 
ske\^dnes's of the curves, although in^this case, the 'standard deviations • 
indicate less dispersion f^m the means than was the case with the number 
of hours per week wo^S?^^) These differences between day and extended 
day students are emB|hasized throughoyit this report because of the possibility 
that the two categories may not be comparable with respect to House Plan 
phenomena, 

/* 

-9Mean standard 'deviation for ho\irs in classes arid labs are as^- follows: 
^ Day classes,: . . 

N "I^ended day classes r ' . — 

All classes: ' ^ ^ * 

O * ^'^ ■ 

ERJC , ^ •^i 
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7. Rcq^orted Nii^beiTo^ Extra Hours on Campiis per Week 

Students were asked to indic^ate how'many hours per week they spent 
on campus aside from class or lab hours through the question, "I spent * 

hours a week at school aside from the time I spend in 

classes or labs." The Statistical Summary on* page 6 shows number of extra 
hours ^)er week spent on campus ^ as elicited by this question. This ques- 
tion Vas coded in conjunction with the Just-prior question "I spent about 

hours a week at schodd in classes or labs," If a student failed 

to answer the question about class hours, his or her response to extra * 
hours on campus was coded' as "No class hours repc^rted," regardless of what 
appeared in the response space for extra hours on campus • Por example: 

I spend about ^ hours a week at school in classes or labs. 

I spend about ^ hours a week at school aside from the time I 

spend in classes or labs. ' ^ ^ • * 

If a student left the first question blank, then ^rtiatever his or her 
response was to the second question, this second' question was coded as 
"No class'* hours reported," by virtue of the fact that the student had 
apparently misread the question. These sorts of responses, in which no 
class hoiirs were reported but extra hours on campus may 'have been reported, 
are all included in the category '^No class hours reported" in the 
Statistical Sunmary. Note eilso in' the Statistical Summary the category 
"Excessive total .hours reported." A response was placed in this category 
if a student reported a iarge number of hours, per week worked and a large 
nuniMr of hours per week spent in classes and labs and a large number of 
extra hours per week spent on campus. It wa^ assimied that the student 
had overestimated the number of extra hours spent on campus. Note further 
the category "Misread question" in the Statistical Summary. A response' 

^ GO 



_ 35. 
was placed in this category if a student reported a larger number of 

extra hours spent on campus than the number of hours spent in classes or 

10 ' * ' 

labs. It was assumed that .he or she had read the question "I spend 

a^out ^ ^ hours a week at sc)rbol aside from the time I spend in classes 

or labs" to mean "I spend abqut ^ total hours a week at school." 

That is, in some cases, students ^ad apparently added together class hours 

and ext|*a hours and- placed this total in the response space. Because this 

is merely an assumption, hbwever, these ansVers were nonetheless coded 

separately. 

Figures 15-20 show the data for this question in graph form. Figures 
15-17 show the percentages in bar grains, while figures 18-20 show the data 
as frequency polygons. Of interest is the fa'ct ,that all curves have nega- 
tive slope; i.e., f (x)=percentage of students reporting has its largest . 
value at ^he category 0-1.9 and always decreases thereafter, with the 
largest drop-off occuring between the categories 0-1.9 and 2-3.9 (these 
segmental slopes are shown in figures 18-20). What this means is that as 
the number of extra hours on campus increases , the percentage of students 
drops off sharply at first, an'd then more gradually. Note further that 
the slopes are steeper for the extended day classes than for the day 
classes; i.e., the drop-off of percentage of students reporting is quite 
a bit steeper for the extended day classes then for the day classes. What 
this means is that as the reported number 6f extra hours, on ^campus per 
week increases, the percentage of students declines, and this decline is 
more rapid for students in extended day classeg^than for students in day 

■^^It is of course entirely possible for a student^ to spend more extra? 
curricular houi^s on campiis than he does class hoiars, but tl^e assumption 
here is that students in their first -or secgnd week of college would 
generally not do so,i % 
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classes. This difference also shows up in the means: 

Day classes M=2.293 
Extended day .classes M=1.012 
AH classes M=2.Dll * 

(Again, because of the fact that the distributions are extremely 

negatively skewed, these means must be interpreted with extreme care/"^) 

Because of the possibility that too ntuch information might be lost by 
the use of large interval sizes, a further breakdown vas done for the 
intervals 0-1. 9 and 2-3.9: 

Day classes : (N=289) 

0 hours 158 (3it.50^ of 1+58) 

1/2 hpurs . 2 ( O.ltlt^ of 1+58) 

1. hours .. 2lt ( 5.2lt^ of 1+58) 

1-1/2 hours 3 ( 0.66^ of l»58) 

2 hours 3k (11.7952 of 1+58) 
. 2-1/2 hours 2 • ( 0.hk% of "1+58) 

3 hours 1+6 (I0.0l+;g of 1+58)' 

259 63.1155 of 1+58 

V 

Extended day classes (N=109) o 

0 hours . J5 (58.59^ of 128) 
1/2 hours ,1 ( 0.78J5 of 128) 

1 hours ' .9 ( 7.03^ of 128) 
1-1/2 hoi*s ' 1 •. ( 0.78J5 of 128) 

2 hours l6 {12.30% of 128) 
■ 2-1/2 houJrs 0 ( 0.00!? ^of 128.) 

3 hours 7 " (. 5'.l+7/f cJf 128) 

109 85^.1555 of 128 

All classes (N=398) ' ' • ' 
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^Standard deviations for feported number of extra hours on campus are 
as follows: 

Day classes v * s = . . ^ 

^ Extended day classes s^-^ ^ - ^ - * 

All classes " sa 
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These figures as percentages are presented in graph form in fig^ires , 
21-23. The information gained by this further breakdown is thai iif all 
three cases (day classes, extended day classes, and all classes) , the 
largest category is 0 hour«^, followed by 2 hours. Note also that 
whereas the distributions for, the larger • intervals (Figures 18-20) show, 
a constantly decreasing slope, the graphs of the smaller intervals show 
a positive slope between the interval categories of 1 hour and*2 hours. ^ 
This is true for day, extended day, and all classes. This 'means that if 
a student does spend extra time on campus, it is more likely that he or 
she will spend 2 hours rather than 1 hour. 

i 

We shall now look at three factojJs in relation to extra hours on 
campus to see which, if any, of the three factors affect the number of 
extra hours spent on campus. These three factors and (l)^reported House 
membership, (2) reported number of hours per week 'worked, and (3) reported 
number of hours spent in classes^^^id labs per week. * 

(l) Reported House membership . Figures 2l*-26 are charts of extra 
hours spent on-campus, broken 'down by. students* reported ^use membership. 
Figures 27-38 show these percentages in graph • form for the day classes. 
NoVe that in general with very few exceptions , the distributions have ^ 
negative slope; i.e., tjie number of extra hou^s campus ^increases. 



^The low frequencies of 1/2, l-i/2, and 2-1/2 hours are apparently due 
to a linguistic ;iorm which prescribes that hours reported should be 
whole hours. 

^%ecause of .the very# low numbers of students reiporting Schweitzer or 
Thorpe House member^ip, graphs for these Houses are not shown (although 
the dfiita are presenled in £he tables in Figures 2^-26). . This is because 
the interpretability of percentages becomes questioaaable with y€ry low 
numbjers. ' ^ ^ • ' y . 
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the number , of students decreases. Note further that" all distributions • 
are modal in the 0-1. 9 hours category; i.e., the single largest category 
for all Houses is the 0-1.9 category. 



Again for the day classes « Bernstein House shows the lowest percen^iage 
o^students'in the 0-1.9 hours category and therefore t^ie highest percent- 
age of students who spent more th\n 1^9 extra^ hours on campus per week 

ee'Figures 27 and 28), while Carnegie House shows the highest percent- 
age of ^students reporting that *they spend 0-1.9 hours- on campus per w^ek 
(see Figures 35 and 36). Note further that with respect to the first two 
segmental slopes in each distribution (i.e. ,^ thci^e slopes which express 
the rate of change between the categories 0-1.9 hours^.2-3.9 hours an^ 
between 2.39 hours - I1.59 hours), that Bei^stein House shows the smallest 
two initial slopes, taken ^together , "while Carnegie and Edison shoT^^the < ^ 
largest two initial slopes, taken together.^ What t^is means is that the 
fate of dro/-off is '"gentler" for Be^cnst^n oHouse and ste^^st for -Carnegie 
and Ddison House. That is, those students reporting Bernstein House 
, membership have the highest percentage of students who st^ on campil^for 
any amount of time and €l1so have the lowest rate of drop-off as the number 
of extra hours spent on campus increases. This difference between^ . 
•Bernstein Hoixse and the dither Houses can, perhaps be -better intuitively ' 
grasped by a comparison between the frequendy polygons ^for ,the individual . 
Houses and the frequency polygon fof all* Houses combined (Figure I8). ' 
Note'the "flatness" of the*Bemstein House distribution in comparison to 
the gener/al distribution. 



'l^Thorpe and Schweitzer are not incjluded in this and the following 
discus.sion because* of the lo\/ numbers (see footnote 13).* 
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Reported number of extra hours 
on campus , 4ay classes , 
BERNSTEIN HOUSE; expressed as* - 
percentage of ^gtal reported 
House iriembership for day classes. 
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Reported number of etctra hours 
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•-^EINSTEIN HOUSE, expressed/ as 
percenta^re of total repor.ted ^ 
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?eTjort,ed r.u.T.ber extra ho-ars 
on canpus , day d'asses , 
^^UIR-TWAIN HOUSE," expressed as 
percentage of tot<al repo-rted 
House menibership for^day 
classes. N=78. 



L0.25 



1.23 



0-1.9 



2-3.9 ii-5.9 6-7.9 8-9.9 -10-11.9 12-13.9 lii-15.9 



OfaeV* 



■<». Ri;P0R^D":iU?.IB2R OF E}:TRA liOURS ON CWJS PER \IEEK 



*Includes the cate/rories "No .class hours reported," "Excessive total hours 
reported and "Misread question." >. 



?SRCE:nAG2 

■ ^\ 

f aZPORTING - 



* 100 




other* 



... 

56. 



Figure '32. 



Reported niLT.cer of extra ho-jrs 
on' canpus , day cla^sses , 
NrJIR-T'WAi:J KOb'SE, frequency 
polygon . :<=T8. 
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Reported *ha7":ber of extra hours 
on ca^.pust; day classes , 
EDISON HOUSE, expressed as 
percentage of total reported 
Hoyse membership for^^day 
classes^ N=80. 
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Figiare 35. 



Peported' nur.ber of extra hours 
- oji canpus , day classes , 
• CARNEGIE HOUSE, expressed jas 
pef<:enta.5e of total, reported 
Eouse rienbershi,p for day 
classes.. N=107. 
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Reported number of -extra hours 
on ca'nRus , day Classes ^ 
CASirEGIE iiOUSH , frequency - 
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Reported number of extra hours 
on canpus, day classes . HOUSE 
UHKNOWH, expressed as percentage 
of total, of students unable to 
''name Kous^, for day classes • 
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Reported number offf'extra hours 
on caapus, day closes . HOUSE . 
UJfKIIOWIT, freouenc/ polygon. 
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reported," and "Misread question." 
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.Of fxirther interest is that those students' vho reported that they 
did |i6t- kriow their E&use. membership do not differ in general from those 
vho were abJe to report their House membership, if one ejjamines both, the 
percentage graph. (Figure 37) and the frequency polygon (Figure 38) 'for thop 
students unable to name their House, one will see that both Ibhe percentages 
and the shape of the polygon are not very different from some of the 
percentages and for some of the Houses. Note in particular the close 
resemblance of the "House unknown/' distribution to the Edison and <:amegie 
distributions. ^Note further that in the "jlouse unknown" distribution, 
the initial two segmental slopes closely resemble the initial two segmental 
slopes in the Edison' distribution. Note finally that the "House unknown" 
frequency polygon looks vety much like the jfeequency polygon for all 
Houses combined (Figure 18). The general conclusion is that a}> least at 
this point in time, those • students whq^were Unable to name the House to 
whiph they are assigned do not_ ^'iffeu wi$h respect to the, number of extra 
hours they spend on campus Yrom those students who, taken as a. whole, 
were able to nai^iheir Houses. ^5 among those students €hat were able 

to name their Houses, there were some differences as described above. 

I ■ • 



15This conclusion is for day cl asses only. ' Extended day classes will 
be discus&ed shortly. ' , 

J I ' 



i Again ^ tor dajr classy only, arithmetic means of extra number of hours.* 
on cafapixs for each House^ are presented below 

* Bernstein: ^ M=3.988 

. ^'feinstein: v M=3.0098 
Muir-Twain M=2.793 . 

^-'Carnegie: ^< M«2*036 

Edison: ^ ' / M=2.021 * ^ 

• ^ , Thorpe:*.. * Ma2.091 (N=13) , * ^ ' ' 

^ Sc^weitz^r:* 'M=:2.3i89 (N=29) , - ^ . 

Jlousfe \inknown: M=2.61*3 ^ j ^ ' ' 

Note that; Bernstein has the highest mean, with Einstein the second highest. 
Note fxurther that the "House unknown" category'has a mean which lies 
between the highest and lowesiic^Jpean^^ i.e.^, in this respect those Students 
who were unable to name their House did not differ from those who did. 



l^Extreme caution should l)e used in ^interpretiij^^hese means. "While- 

differences in means can be used to discriminate one categoi^y from another 
thQ value of the means themselves^ should in this case probably not be ^ 
interpreted as "the average number of hours spent on campus by the average 
student" or "the number of hours most students spend on campus." The 
. reader is xxrged to note that the underlying distributions are not normal 
distributions; rather they are sharply negatively skewed. Furthermore, 
the dispers^^ons in most cases are rather large, and since one of the 
mathematical properties of the mean is that it is greatly affected by Just 
a few extreme values, in this case where we have these extreme values, 
the mean may not be a very good meeistrre of central tendency.- 

These kinds of distributions present an interesting dilemma to the 
staliisticiaxjij while the mean of course always has'^^^e lowest squared 
differences, in cases like thetse, one is. tempted to use the mode instead 
as the best representative measure of central tendency (although ag;ain 
one runs into the problem of the wide dispersions in thes? particular 
distributions.) Note in this case that if the modes werfe used/a3 the 
'^est" measures of central tendency, these figures for all Houses would 
be X), whereas the means listed above range between 2 and alm,60t 1*. 

. \ • . ^ ^ 

The means listed above, like all other means j.n this Report, were computed 

ft'om rky, ungrouped''data. ' 



Turning now to the dj^ta jPor the extended day classes ^ Fl.gure 2$ 
\ presents exljra hours on qampus, broken dovn by House,- for extended'^ay 

classels, in a table. Figures display' t^ese data iii graph form. . 

•-Note that graphs for Bernstein, Thorpe, and Schweitzer House are omitted * 

• becaus^e of *the extremely low number of students in the fextJendeU^day classes 

reporting membership in ^these 3 'Houses. Furtheniiore,'note, th.al; th^" ^ 

niinbers of students reporting membership in the remainder xbf the Houses 

are q^lt"^ small; therefore, 'trfese percefitsges and the corresponding, fre- 

'-^ - . * • . — ^ • * • . 

quency polygons are presented for, the read^r^s'^information only and>. should 

* be interpreted witir extreme caution. Furthermore , ^ because of the lew . ' 
numbers 'ii;ivolved, it. probably would not make 'Sense to make HousVbjr-House/ ' 
comparisons as was done with the^data for the day classes, A few general 
trends majf be pointed out, however* Note' that Just as for the. day classes, 

" the mode for all Houses, is the category 0-1.9 hours. Note furthermore 
that in general, the slopes in the freqjiency pplygqps are negaitive, as 
was also the case for the day -^classes. With respect ^o the category 
House unknown," note^ that the shape of its fl-equency polygon (Figure k8) ; 
is' very similar to the_ sUape of the ^frequency polygon for all Houses 
taken together (Figure 19), which may t^^ndlcate that those students in , 
extended day classes \rtio ^ere imable t6 name .tKeir House*^*^ did -liot differ 
with- respect to the number pf hours spent on campus from those who could 
name their House. This, of coxxrse, was' found to be true of stifdents in 



day classes also. 



ITRemember that for the extencLed day plasses only, th^ "House unknown*'? - - 
category may possibly include students who are n^^ aisslgned to a House. 
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Figure 39. 



J^eported number. of extra hours 
on caaipus , extended day classes , 
EIIISTEIII HOUSE, expressed as 
percentages of total reported 
House membership for extended 
day classes. N=12. 
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Reported numoer of extra hours- 
bn campus, extended day classes . 
EINSTEIN HOUSE, frequency 
polygon. N=12, 
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REPORTED NUIvIBER OF EXTRA HOURS ON' CAI-iPUS- PER WEEK 



*Includes the catecories "No class hours reported," "Excessive total hours 
reported," and "Misread question." 
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Reported nxomber of extra hours 
on campus, extended day classes 

' IWIR-TWAIN HOUSE, expressed as 
percentages of total reported 
House membership for extended 

^day classes. 11=19. 
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REPORTED NUIvIBE? OF EXTRA HOm?S ON CAI^PU&VPER .iteEK 



Y , *Includes the'- categories "No class '.hours reported,". ""Excessive total howrs 
reported" and "Misredd questioh." 
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Reported nimber of extra hoi£rs 
on ca.Tipus , extended da;/ classes , 
^^JIR-TWAI:^ HOUSZ frequency 
polygon. N=19. 
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^Includes the categories, "No class hours reported," "Excessive total hours 
reported," and "Misread question." 
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Figure U3. 



Reported number 'of extra hours 
on campus, extended day classes ^ 
CARrt^GIB HOUSE, expressed as ' 
percentages of total reported 
House membership for extended 
day classes, N=22, 
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REPORTED riUMBER OF EXTRA HOURS ON C^MPUS PER ^TEEK • 

^Includes the categories, "No class Hours reported," "Excesisive total hours 
reported,"^ and "Misread. queS:J;ion." ^ .* 
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Figure W. 



Reported number of extra hoxirs 
on calipus ,' extended day classes , 
CARIIEGIS HOUSE, frequency ' 
polygon. N=22. 

CAUTION: NOTE LOW N. ' 
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ffePORTED NUMBER OF /EXTRA HOURS ON CAMPUS^'PER WEEK 



^Includes the categories "No class hours reported," "Excessive total hours 
reported," and -"Misread question." 
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Reported number of extra hours 
on campus, extended day classes , 
' Edison HOUSE, expressed as • 
^)er cent ages of total reported 
House membership for, extended ' 
day classes.. Nsi2, 

CAUTION; NOTE LOW n/ ** 



8,33 



Ijp^ 2-3.9 i*-5.9.: 6-7. 9 8-9.9 10-11.9 ^12-13. 9^. al+-i5.9 

.^^PORTED NUMBER. OF EXTRA JIOURg, ON- CAMPUS PER WEEK 

. / * » - 

^Includes ^^e categories "No class hours reported,"* '^E^ssive- total hours 
reported," and VMisread question." 
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Reported number of extra hours 
on cainpus, extended day classes ^ 
Edison HOU^E, frequency • * 
polygon. N=12. ^ v 
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Reported ^number of extra hours * 
on campus , extended day classes , 
HOUSE uriKITOvW, expressed as « 
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**Includes the cate'gories "No class hours reported," "Excessive total hours 
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Again, for extended day classes , the following are the arithmetic 
means for extra h'otirs on can^xxs for each-Houa^: 

^emstein : M=:8, 000 (N=l ) 

Einstein:- ^ K= .9kk (^r=9) 

Muir-Tvain: ,66? (N=l8) 

Carnegie : M=l • 300 ( N=20 ) 

Edison: • M=1.682 (N=ll) 

ThoT^: M=0.000 (H=2) 

Sphweitzer : M=l . 000 (N=5 ) ' 

House unknown** . M= •778 (N=^5) 



Again, because of the small mmibqr involAred, Houj^e-to-House comparisons 
cannot be made; however, note that in gener^, the means are lover- than the 
House means for the day classes, 

^ Turning now to the data for all classes , i.e. , day and extended day 

combined^ Figure .26 presents extra hours on campus, broken down by House 

in table form (see page 50)-. Figures k9-6k display these data in graph 
1^ 

form. The percentages and frequency polygons of coiirse generally 
resemble the day- classes , since day passes made up the larger part of the 
population^ The exception i6 the "House unknown" category (Figures 63-^^). 
Bote that in contrast to the frequency polygon for the day classes,^ the 
frequency polygon for all classes has an extremely steep initial segmental 
slope. This of course is due to the contribtition by the extended day. 
claa.ses to these total figures. Looking at all classes combined, then, . 
those students whb did not name ja Hoxise had a higher percentage of sttidents 
who spent 0-l»9 hours on campus and therefore a lower percentage of 
students vho spent more than 1.9 hours on' campus than did the sttidents wh6 



percentages and frequency pcQygons for Bxorpe.and Schweitzer are 
seated ^or the reader ^s information, but becuase of the extremely low 
niioabers the l>ercenta!ges shouldn^t be <Kmipared to pex'centages for other 
Houses,. For this reason ^ Thorpe and Sdxweitzer are generi&lly omitted 
ff GtBL the discussion unless otherwise stated,* ^ 
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Repoi^d number of extra hours 
on campus, all classes ^ 
BERNSTEIH HOUSE, frequency • • 
polygon • N=li6. 
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Reported nunber of extra hours 
on campus , all classes , 
EINSTEIN HOUSE, expressed as 
percentages of total reported 
House membership for all ^classes. 
N=70, 
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Figure 53. 



Reported number of extra hours • 
on campus, all classes , 
MUIR-TVfAIN HOUSE, expressed as • 
pnercentages of total reported 
Housb membership for all classes. 
N=97. • ■ ■ 
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*Includes the categories "No class hours reported," ."Excessive total 
hours reported,* and "Misread question." • ' 
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Figure 55. 



Reported n^xioer of extra hciirs 
on canpus, all classes , CAPJoGIE 
HOUSE, expressed as percentages 
of total reported House cer^bership 
for all classes. 3=129 
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Figure 5^^- 



Reported number of extra hours 
on campus, all classes ^ 
EDISON HOUSE, expressed as' 
percentages of ihta.1 reported 
House membership for all* 
classes. N=92. ^ • 



9.79 



0-1.9 2-3.9 I1-5.9 6-7.9^ ^ 8-9.9 10-11.9 12^13.9 * 1W5.9 



Other* 



REPORTED* NUMBER OF EXTJ^ HOURS ON CVU^US -PER V7EEK 

..^ »Includes the categories. "No class hours reported." "ilxcessive total hours 
-reported," and "Misread question/' 



ERIC 



154 



perceiitage 
' op; . 

students 
reporting ■ 



150 



100 

90 
80 
70 
60 

50 

30 
20 
10 




9.79 



86. 



Figure 58. 



Reported number of extra hours 
on campus, all classes . • ' 
^EDISON HOUSE, frequency 
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, hour 5^ reported^" and "Misread question." ' - * 
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Reported munber of extra hours . 
on campus, all classes , 
aCHVffilTZER HpuSE, expressed •' 
as percentages of toteil - 
reported House membership. 
- N=3lt. 



J 



-V 



A- - 



0-1.9 V 2-3.9 it-r5.9 



8.83 



^-7.9 



0 



0 



5.83 

n 



8-9.9 10-11.9 ..12-13.9 . 

I " . ■ . t..\ 

-I - ■ .v' • 

ftEPORfTED NWIBER OF EXTRA HOUIJS' ON CAMPU'S' PER WEEK 



llt-15.9 



Other* 



nncludesjt^ ^'Excessive total hours 

repofbea^*^ and "Misr^fid question/' 



16; 




mm 



P2HC53TAGE 
- 0? 

* sTursrrrs 

RSPORTIIfG - 



100 

90 
> 80 

. - TO 

6o 

. 50 



ho 

r- - 30 
20 

10 



7- 



ERIC 



' 4 VST. 



90. 



Figure 62, 



Reported n\rr.ber of extra toiirs 
on- car.pus , e21 classes , 
SCHVSITZE? HOUSE, frequency 
polygon. -5=3^. 

CAUTIOS: KOTS LOW K. - - - 



5.88 

n 



10 \ 12 1!; 16 



Other* 



REPORTED HUM3EB 0^ EXTRA HOURS' ON CAMPlTS PER WEEK 



•Includes the categories, "Hd\class hovirs reported," "Excessive total ' 
hours reported," and "Misread1ique*tion." . ' * *► 



164 



r 



PiSCEUTAGE 
STUDi^rfs 

> 

HEPORTIHG 



100 
90 

» 

J 

80 
70 
60 
50 
ho 
30 
20 
10 



163 



60.00 




/ - ^ 



18.89 



7.79 



kM 



2.22 
112- 



Figure 63. 



Reported nunber of extra hours 
on canpus , all classes ^ HOUSE 
UNKNOWN, expressed as per^reatages 
of total number of students 
not report'ipg House membership, 
N=90. 
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^ ' 93. 

were able tc^ame their House. Taking all, classes , combined then, both / 
day and extended day, on6 can conclude that the students' being able to 
name their Houses is related to the number of extra fiours per week they 
spend' on campus. (Remember, however, that this was not found for the day • 
classes alone.) This difference between those students reporting "House 
, Unknown" and students who did name a. House is further pointed up by a 
co^arison of t^e frequency polygon for "House Unknown" (Figure 6h) and 
the frequency polygon J|| all Houses combined (Figure 20 on page Ul) j note 
how mu^*teeper the slopes of the "^ouse Unknown" frequency polygon are. ^ 

For those students who did name a House, note again' (as for the ' 
day classes) that those students who reportedj Bernstein House membership 
had the highest percentage of students who spend more than 1.9 hours per week 
oh campus, while Carnegie had the Igge^.-^^ 

• .■ ^ ' 1 

^ For all classes^ th^ following are the arithmetic means for extra . ^ 



' hours on campus for 


each House: 


Bernstein: ' 


M=l».08l 


^ Einstein: 


M=2.700 


Muir-Twain: 


M=2.357 


Carnegie: 


M=1.909 


Edison: * . 


M=1.976 


Thorpe : 


M=1.769 


Schweitzer: 


M=2.172 


House unknown: 


M=1.678 




i 








•'•^Thorpe and Schweitzer are not included in this discussion because of 
the low number of students reporting membership for these Hous'es'. That 
is, even though Thorpe House hfed^-Jtii^er percentage of students' 
spending 0-1.9 hour^ on campus thcifcrdid Carnegie, the Thorpe percentage 
may or may ncft 'be* valid because of the Jx)w numbers and it is therefore 
omitted from this discussion. * ^ . 



9h. 

Reported number of hoxirs per veek vorked . The second factor we 
sh^ examine for its possible effect on the number of extra hours spent 
on campus is how many hoxirs per week the student works, Hiat is, is a~ 
student -more likely to spend extra time on campus tj^e fewer hours per week 
he has to work? 



Figures 65-67 present in table form the number of extra hours on 
campus broken down by number of hours per week worked, (Note that some 
percentages are for combined categories). Figures 68-70 present these 
data in scattergram form, with the two variables (extra hours on campus 
and hours per week worked) plott^^aga^nst each other. Note that in general, 
for day classes, exten^d day classes, and both^taken together, that the 
points tend to be dxistered between zero and 1 oH the y-axis (i.e., the 
exi;ra-hours-on-campus axis), but tend to be more dispersed along the 
X-axis (i^e,, the hours-worked axis) with clusters occurring at the 
categories 0-5, 15-20, 2 1-2 5^, 'and '36-iiO. Note further that in general for 
day classes, extended day classes, and both taken together, that there is 
"no linear relationship between the two variables; i.e., one cannot say 
for this popxLatltic ^hat there is a direct relationship between' the niamber 



of ho^rs a student vorks and thfi^jiimiber of hours he spend on campxis. We 
may., hcve;\j^, be able to find partial rela^onships by l^oki*ng at extra 
hours on campuS^ separately for each category of hours pet week worked. 
That is, we shall ,be looking at each column in Figures 65-67 plotted as 
a separate graph. Figures 71-86 display extra holirs x>n campus fot each ' 
category of hours worked 



^^Graphed data are not presented for some categories of extended day 
classes because of very small numberjj.' 

170. ' ; 



' ' 95, . . 

For the dajr classes (Figures 71-77), note first of, all' that all 
frequency polygons have in general negative slope, i.e., for all categories 
of hours per. veek worked, as the number of extra hours on campus goes up, — 
the number of students goes down, ^ote further that the frequency polygon 
for 6-15 hours per week worked has the gentles^ slppes , with the Categories 
16-20 hours per week worked 'and 0-5 hours per week worked having the next 
gentlest. Note that the steepest initial segmental slope occurs not at 
the largest number of hours per week worked, as ipght ' intuitively be 
expected, but rather at the category 21-25 hours per week worked, with the 



steepest at 36-ltO hours per week worked. Taken altogetheA, this 
means that there does not seem to be a clear relationship betw^n the 
-number of ^extra hoiii-s a student spends on cw^ns per week and the number 
of hours per week he or she must work. This is fiirther bdme out by looking 
at the arithmetic means /for each of' these work cai^gories r^^ 

0-5 hours per week 'worked: M=2.7U6 

6-10 hours per week worked; ^ M=3.333 

11-15 hours per week worked: M=3.833 

16-20 hours per^week worked: M=2,271 

21-25 hours per week workejfe^ M=1.838 

26-30 hours pfer week worked: M-2.71U 

31-35 hours per week worker M=i;882 
36-J40 hours per week worked: . M=1.988 

Ul-1+5 hours per week worked: M=2.333 (N=3) 

**6-50^hour9 per Week worked: M=2. 66? 

51-55 hours per week ybrked: 

56+ hours per.weeK worked: M=1.000 (N=3) 
Housewife ^ M=3.20O 

Hours worked vary * ' M=l*500 

Note again. tha-^jfccept for the 56+ category (which has an extrmely small 

N), the categb3jHL-25* hours per week worked has the sirfall'est mean number 

of extra hours on campus, while the 6-l0 hours per week worked and the 

11-15 hours per week worked categories have the largest mean number, of 

extra hours on camp\js* ' ^ * ' 

u- * • . ' 

;?^^lieser arithmetic Means were computed from raw, not grouped, data. Again, 
all the previous cautions discussed about means apply here. 
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^Figure 68, 



Reported number Qf extra 
hours on ca2nt)us'by reported 
number of hours worked, 
day classes ,- scattergram, 

n4$8. 
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Figxire ^69, 



Reported niL^lrer, of^ extra ^ 
hours on cainpus by reported 
number of hours worked ^ ^ 
extendcd/day classes ^ ' 
scattier^ra.-n. N=128 ♦ 
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Figure ^70, 



Reported number of extra 
hours' on campus- •by reported 
number of hodrs ^^tjcl^d", 
all classes ^' scattergram. 
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Figure 71, 



Reported number of extra hours 
on campus^ - day classes , for '^^^ 
6-5 hour^ worked, expressed as* 
percentages- of total number of 
students rep<k*ting 0-5 hours 
worked per week. U^20k - 
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Figure 72. 



Reported number extra hours 
on can;pus , day classes , 'for 

^ 6-15 hours worifed, -expressed as 
percentla^s of -'total^ nxiraber of^ 
students reporting 6-15 hours 

'•"•worked per week. N=29. - ^- — - ■ 
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Eigt^re 73. 



Reported number pf extra hours 
\on campus, day classes , for. 
y l6-2'0 hours worked, exptressed 
' , as percentages of tot^. number 
-of students reporting 16-20 
''hours worked per week. . 'N=65; ' 
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• reported,? and "Misread question." 
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Figure 



Reported nunber of extra hours 
on caripus, day dlasses , for 
21-25 hours worked, expressed as 
percentages of total naTiber of 
studejits reporting '^21-;2'5 hours 
'Worked per weei;. H=lO. 
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^Includes the categories "JTo class hour^ reported," "Excessive total hours 
•'reported," and "Misread question." 
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Figu^re 75 1 



Reported number of extra hoursi 
on campus, day classes' , for 
26-35 hours worked,- expressed 
as percentages of total naiiber ] 
of -students reporting 26-35 
hours worked per we.e'k'. N=50. 
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Other* 



REPORTED NUMBER OF EXTRA HOURS ON CAMPUS PER WEEK^ 



^^ncludes' the categories "*No class hours reported", "Excessive total hours 
reported;!* and "Misread question.** 
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-Figure 76. 



Reported number of extra hours 
on canpus , day classes ^ for 
36-iiO h9urs work-ed, expressed 
as percentages of .total number 
of students reporting- 36-1*0 ' 
ho-urs Worked per we'ek. 
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REI^ORTED NUNffiER'OF EXTRA HOURS ON CMTUS' PER WEEK' 



*In'cludes the ^categories "No class hours reported," "Excessive* total hour-s 
reported," and "Misread question."- • ^ * ^ , ^ 
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Figure 77. 



Reported niLTiberl of extra hours 
on campus , day classes , for 
UI-56+ hours pei\ week and for 
housewives, expressed as peorcent- 
^ages of total niarnber of s'^tu^ents ; 
repo^ting^lil-56+ \ho\irs worked 
per week or that phey are 
housewives.. N=21 \ 
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, *Includes the* categories "No class hovirs ;reported," "Excessive total hours 
* Reported," and "Misread question." • ' . 
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Figure 78. 



Reported number of extra^^hours' 
on campus, ext&n^ed^ay classes , 
for 0-5 TiQurs worked per week. , 
, expressed* as percentages of 
total number of students reporting' 
0-5 /lours per. week worked. 
N=3. - ' 
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^Includes the categories "No class hours reported," ."Excessive total hours 
reported," and "Misread question." ^ 
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Figure 79- 




Reported number of extr;i hours 
on. car^pus, extenJel -jay classes ^ 
for hours wori-^.ed per week, 

expressed as percenta^^es of total 
nur/oer ot students reporting 
36-^40 hours per veek worked. 
N=5 '6. . 
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^Includes the categories "No class hours reported^" "Excessive total hours 
reported," and "Misread question." 
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Figure BO, 



Reported number' of extra hours 
on ca'i^pus, all classes ^ for 
0-5 hours worked, expressed as 
percentages^of total' number of 
^students reporting 0-5 hours 
worked per week, N=235. • 
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Fi'gure 3l. 

Reported number of extra ,hours 
on campus , all classes , for '\ 
6-15 hours vorked, -expressed' as 
percentages of total nunber- of 
students reporting 6-15 hours 
worked per week. N==35. " ' 
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Figure 82. 



Reported number of extra hours 
on campus per week, all classes ^ 
for 16-20 hours, worked, expressed, 
as percentaf^es of total number of 
studerrts reporting l6-20 hours 
workedN^er week.' N=67. • 
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^Includes the categories "No ciUss hour\ reported," "Excessive total* hours 
reported," and "Misread questipn." 
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Figure 83. 



Reported nUmber of extra hours 
on campus per week, all cla^ss.es , 
f'or 21-25 hours worked, expressed . 
as percentages, of total nuiaber » 
of students reporting 21-25 , 
hoiirs worked per week, IJ=5l*5, 



11.11 



8 10 ,12- ll* 16 , . Other* 

pPORTED NUMBER OF EXTRA HOURS OH CAMPUS PER WEEK • 
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^Includes the categories "lio class >ours reported," "Excessive total hours 
reported," and -"Misread question;"' ^ 
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Figure 8U. 



Reported numberjrbf extra* hours 
on ceu^pus per week, all classes ^ 
for 26-35 hours worked, e^dpressed 

^as percentages of .total jauTiber - 
of -Students reporting 26-35 

■hours per week worked. H=63. - 
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Figure 85.'^ 



Reported' number oi extra ^ours 
on campus per week-, all classes , 
for hoiirs worked, ^^pressed 

'as percentages of total number 
of students 'reporting # ' 

hours per week worked, ^ N=f00. - • - 
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REPORTED NUMBER OF EXTRA HOURS ON CAMPUS '.PER WEEK 



^Includes the categories ^"No clas/s hdurs* reported^;" 
, ^.reported," and "Misrea(| ^queGtioril" ' 
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Turning now to the extended day classes , numbers for the work categories 

were- so small- (even when* several categories were combined) that only the 

categories '0 - 5 hours wcfrked per week and 36 - 5o hours worked per week are. 

plotted in frequency polygons (Figures 78-79). Note that there is very little 

difference Between thle initial segmental slopes for hoth categories; however, 

^ thffl subsequent segmental slopes for the 0-5 hours worked per week category 

, are mu^^teep^r thjan^for the 36-1*0 hours worked per week category. This is 

re^f]^te4 injthe arithme*^ic means: (Means for all work categories for 

ektended day clksses are given for, the reader's information, hut note the ^ 

• small nuitoe^s (^) In most cases): ^ - k 

' ^Or5>: -hoxxTs^^per week worked: ^ M=0, 569 (H=29) 

.6-10 hours per week worked: r^=1.000 {N=»U) ' . ^ 

r 11-X5 hours pet week wgrked^ ?-l=1.000 (N=l) ' , 

l6-20 hours ^rweek worked: M=:3'.5QP (N=2) * ^ 

21-25^ hoiira Ber week worked: ' M-O.667 .(N=3) 

.i26-30 hours per week worked:' !>N1.36li (N=ll) . , 

y31-$35 hoursVper week wprked:' M=3.000 (N=l) * 
N36-.U0 hoiirs p er week^ Vorked: • ^!=1^Q^U (N=56) • 

U1-I15 hours per week worked: ^^=2.500 (N=3) 

^ 46-50 'hours per we«c^-*tjfked: ^4=0. 200 (N=5) 

, 51-55 hdurs per week -worked: — ^ — ^^^^^ - ► * 

56^ hours per week worked: M^l.OOO (N=5) 

Housewife . - ' ^ 



flours worked vary 



^Again* as for the^ day classes, it appears for .the extended ?fey classes that 

there is no simple relationship between the number of hours a student works 

../•'' ■ ■ ' . '" • - ■ 

t^anfl the nwber of extra hours he spends on campus, 

^Turning now to the data for al l classes ^ day and extended day combined, 

the frequency polygons (broken down by work c§.tegDries )> are , given in Figures 

66-86. "^Note: that in ^^neral, these polygons for all .classes closely resemble 

polygons for the day cl^tsses with respect to both shape aAd slopes, with 



tie 



the gentlest slope occuring at the category ^-15 hours worked per weekv 
^/ch has a steeper slope fdr all classes .than ior the day classes. This 
^occuM hecaoise of the large contribution made by the extended day classes to 



^ U9. 

the total figures in the 36-kO hoips worked per week category. Note that 
the next steepest slope 'for all classes occurs in the 21-25 hours worked per 
week category. This is also in line with the data for the day classes alone, 
in which the 21-25 hours worked category had the steepest slope. Again, 
there does not seem to be a simple relationship between ^the number of hours a 
student works and the number of extra hours he or she spends on caD?)Tas. 
This again is reflected in the arithmetic means for all clashes: 

0-5 hQurs per week worked: ^^2. 1*1*2 

6-10 hours per week worked: M=2.6l5 

11-15 hours per week worked: M=3.681* . ^ ' » 

16-20 hours per week worked: ft=2.311 

^ 21-25 hours per week worked: 1^1*. 750 ^ 

26-30 hours per week worked: M=2,333 

31-35 hours per week worked: M=1.9l+1* 

36-UO hours per week worked: M=l. 1*1*2 

1*1^1*5 hours p^r week worked: M=2,l*17 (N=6) 

l*6r.50 hours per week worked: M=1^786 
51-55 hours per week worked: — 

56+ hours per week worked: M=1.000 (N=8) 

Housewife ' M=3.200 (N==5) 

Hours worked vary M=1.500 

^ (3) ^Reported number of hours per week in classes or labs . The third 

factor we 8(hdll examine for its possible effect* on the ninriber of extra hours 

spent on can5)us is how many hours a student spends in classes or labs. That' 

is, if a student is on canqpus more hours sin5)ly because he or she is taking 

more clasps, is he ,or she then likely to stay around for extra-class 

activities? ' ^ 

Figxxres 87-^9 present extra hoUrs on cainpus broken ^town by hours in 

22 

Class or labs in table -form. Figures 90-92 present these data in ^scatter-' 
grams. . Looking at the scattergram for ihe day classes only, note that there 
is no linear relationship between the two variables; one cannot say that as 
the number of hoaira a student spends in classes . increases (or -decreases) that 
the number of extra hours hQ or she will spend* on campus^ increases, ^%?he saine 

^^ote that in these tables^ gome of the categgries are combined in order 
to form sufficiently large numbers to take percentages. J' 
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•Includes the categories "No class hours reported," "Excessive total hours, "and "Misread question." 



o 



Figure 88.. 



REPORTED NUMBER OF HOURS IH CLASSES OR LAB^. PER WEEK 



REPORTED 
NUMBER OF 
EXTRA HOUR 
ON CAMPUS 
PER, WEfiK;. 





1-9 


10-12 


13-18 ' 


19-21 


22+ * 


No class 

hours 

reported 


Excessive 

total 

hoxirs 


0-1.9 


30* 
73.17 


31 
72.09 


23 
65 71 


1 

Of 


1 . - 


. 0 

1^ 


0 


2-3.9 


7 

17.07; 


7 

16.27 


5 

ll».29 


' 2 


1 


0 


1 ^ 


•U5..9 


. 2 

li ftft 
*t . 00 


2 

4.0? 


3 

o,5T 


1 


0 


n 
u 


u 


' . 6-T-,9 


1 

oil' 


1 

.2.33 


0 


0 


n 


0 


0 


8-9.9 


. - -I -■ 

0 


1 • 
2.33 \ 


0 


0 


n 

u 


U 


0 

> 


10-11.9 


0 


0 


1 ^ 

0 


0 


0 


0 




12-13.9 


0 . 


0 


0" 


0 


0 


. 0 




lU-15.9 


0 


0 . 


0 


0 


* 0 


'. 0 


1 0 


Other* 


1 

2.kk 


1 

• 2.33 

V 


If 

11. 1*3 


1 

^ 




0 


0 



of I 


in -< 






aa 






en 






(A 


pu 


►1 








CA 




% 








P 




D 


D 






















8- 


0 








CO 












an 







^^^^ 



o 

D 



O 



o 

o 
3 



V en 



o 



^Includes the categories "No class hour9 reported// Eccessive total hours" and "Misread question? 
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Figure 91. 



Reported number of extra hours on campus 
plotted against hours in classes an* labs, 
extended day classes / scattergram, 
N^128 
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Figure 92 • 



Reported number of extra hours, on campus, 
^ plotted against, hours in classes arid labs, 
all classes, scattergram. 
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is true for the extended day classes (Figure 9l) and for all classee 
(Figure 92), Even though there are no siigjl^ linear relationships, an 
examination of the frequency polygons for each ceSfegory of the number of 
hour^ in classes or labs m&y show partial relationships. Figures 93-99 



shov these freq^^cy polygons for extra hours on campus broken down by hours 
in -classes or-labs.' Note for the day classes that in general, segmental 
slop^ are steeper for the lower categories of hoiu^ in cla^s* than for the 
higher categories. That is, the rate of drop-^off is steeper the fewer the 
hours spent on. campus, and is gentler for the categories 13-15 hours in 
cla^s, 0.6-18 hours in class, and 19-2i hours in class. The drop-off then 
becomes steeper in the 22+ hours -on- campxis category. What this means is 
that althou^ there is no linear relationship (and that therefore analyses 
such as regression or correlation analyses are not indicated^here^)-, there 
is a general upward trend in nuiriber of extra hours on campus as the number 
of, hours in ciasses or labs increfases. This ^is reflected in the means for 
the day classes ; 

1-3 hours in .classes or labs per week: * I*=0.000 (N=5): 

l|-6 hours in classes or labs per w^^k: M=l,l*66 
7-9 hours in classes or labs per week: M=2.133 ^ 

10-12 hours in classes or labs per week:' 14=1.883 
13-15 h6urs in classes or labs per week: • ^2.663 

16-18 hours in classes or leba per week: M=2.93l* 
19-21 hours in> classes or labs per»week: , M=2*906 
22+ hours, in classes or labs per veek: M=2.939 

!niese means are graphed in Figure 100, and note that there is a rather 

good fit of the' frequency, polygon to the least-squares line (r=.89),^^ 

which indicates that in general, there is a relet lonsl^ip between the 
• • • ' 

<i3 ' 

v^^*^i9,,®xtremely, important to remember that this correlation coefficient 
QOfeS ' not retiecx xfite 'relationship between the two variables, nuM^er of extra 
hours on campus and nunibir of hoxirs in classes 'and labs, but rather reflects 
tbe relationship of a variable, call it whose values .are the means of 
ttie nmber of extra hours oh campus. That is, the coVrelation coefficient 
above shows the '^relationship between the expected value (i.«., mean) of the > 
ntmJber of extra hours on campus and the hours spent in classes and labs, tvAJx. 
remember that each expected value (i.e.. Mean). is itself based on* a distri^ 
bution., which, in the^e cases', has -rather wide dispeiision. 
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Figure 93. 



Reported number of extra hours on campus, 
^ day classes , for 1^ hours in classes or 
' labs, expressed as percentages of total 
number of stydents reporting l-6« hours 
in classes or labs. > * " 




• - .. ; - ... .2 ; 1*- i 6 8 10 12 . Xl* 16 

' ' NUMBER OF EXTRA HOURS ON CAMPUS PER WEEK 

^^ncludes the Categories^ "No' class hours reported," "Excessive 
Q Misread question." 

ERIC. . : 

~ " ^" LI 



other* 



5 total hoiirs reported, "emd 



229 



Figure 9^, 
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Reported number of extra hours- on 
campiis, day classes , for> 7-9A our3 
iA#classes or labs ^^ejtfjr'^^ssed as percentages 
^ of total number of students reporting 
7-9 hours in classes or labs* 
N=30 • • 
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Other* , . 

REPORTED NUMBER OP EXTRA HOURS ON CAMPUS PER WEEK . ' ' 

categories "No class hours reported," ."Excessive total hours reported," and "Misread question." 
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Figure 95. 
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Reported number of extra hours on campus, 
day classes , .for 15>-12 houi-s in classes or 
labs, expressed as peig|^ntages of total 
number of students reporting 10-12 hours in 
classes or labs. 
N=70 . . _ - 



8.57 
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^'EPORTED nSmBER OF EXTRA HOURS ON. CAMPUS PER WEEK 
•Includes the categories "No class hours reported," "Excessive total hours reported.'; and "Misread iuestion. 



r 



percentages' 

OF 

STUDENT 
REPORTING 



100 
90 
80 
70 
60 
50 

uo 



1 -5 




130. 



Figure 96. 



Reported number of extra hours on campus, 
day classes, for 13-15 hours in classes ' 
or labs, expressed as percentages^ of total 
number of students reporting 13-15 hours 
in classes or labs. 
N=90 . . . < . 
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•Inclxides the categories- "No class hours reported," "Ejccessive. total hours reported," and "Misread question.!' 
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Figure 97. 



Reposed nuinber of extra hours on campus, 
day classes , for hours in classes or 
labsV expressed as percentages of total 
nupb.er of students reporting l6-.iB 'hoxirs in 
classes or labs. ^ 
N«89 • /> • ^ 
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^Includes the categories "No class hours, reported," "Excessive total hours reported," and ''^isread question.' 
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figure yo. ^ 
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Reported number of extra hours pn campus^ , 
day classes , for 19-21 hours in classes or 
labs, expressed- as percentages of total 
number of, students reporting 19-21 hours 
in classes' or^ labs. 
N=:7l* ..... . ' J 
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Figure 99. 



Reported number of extra hours on danpus,' 
day classes;, for 22+ hours in classes or labs, 
expressed as percentages of total number of - 
students reporting 22+ hours in clasaes 
or labs. 
N=37 ... 



13.52 



V 10 ' 1^ 16 • , - ^ other* 

• ■ - . • \ REPORTED NUMBER OF EXTRA HOURS- ON CAMPUS- PER "WEEK * 

; ^Includes, the categories "No class hours reported." "Excessive total ^ours .reported." and "Misread question." 



Figixre 100* 



Means of reported fiiiaber of extra hours 
on campus plotted against reported number 
of hours in classes or labs, day classes . 



Y=.6UU + .123X. 
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expected value of the number of extra hours, on caii?)us and the nxniiber of hours 
in classes or labs. 



Turning now to the extended day classes . Figures 101-103 show the fre- 
quency polygons for extra hoitrs on can^jus broken down by hours in classes and 

2k • ' . 

labs. Note the uniformly steep segmental slopes across the categories, 

• • 

indicating for the extended day classe* no relationship between number of 

extra hours on campus and^e nunfber of hours in classes and labs. This 

.borne- out 'by looking at the means: * . . * 

1-3 hours in classes or labs per week: M=l,25 {N=U) 

U-6 hours in classes or^labs per week: 'M=0,80 (N=10) 

7-9 hours in classes or labs per week: ' M=0,71 (N=26) 

^10-12 hours in classes or labs per week: Mil,08 (N=U2) 

13-15 hours in classes or labs per week: M=1,0U (N=2U) 

16-18 hours in classes or labs per week: ^f=0•57. (N=7) 

19-21 houa^ in classes or labs per week: W=2.50 (N=U) 

22+ hours in classes o;r. labs per week: M=3,00 (N^l) 

Ihese means are grained in Figure 10U,.whicl^ further depicts the lack of 

relationship between the iwp variables. ^ 

Turning now to all classes , both day andrextended day. Figures 105-111 

show. the frequency polygons foV extra hoxirs on campus broken down by nmber 

of hours in, classes or labs. Note that iii general, as the number of hours 

increases, the initial segmental slopes^ become •gentler, which indicates 

that there may be^some sort^of relationship even though a linear, relationship 

between the two variables was not found (see the scattergram of the two 

variables plotted against each other in Figure 92 on page 126). The means 

of nuniber of extra hoxirs on campus for all classes are a$ follows: 

^ 1-3 ho\irs in classes or labs per week: ,J*".;556 (Nep) 

♦ hours , in classes or labs per week: Msl.29.5 ^ 

7-9 hours in classes or labs per week: M=1.U73 

10-12 hours in classes or l^s per week: M«1.566 

13-15. hours in classes or labs pfer week: M=2.317 ' ^ 



that some categories ar^ ^roup^d Xf^ ordei* "Ao obtain numbers large 
enou^ to take meaningful i>ercfentagesl Perceiita£{es for the 19-21 ho\irs in 
clas0 category and the ^22+ hours in class category are not graphed because of 
extj^mely low xxuzribers. 
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Figure 101. 



Reported nuiriber of extra hours on campiis, ( 
extended day classes , for 1-9 hours in classes 
and labs, expressed as percentages of total 
nvmber of students reporting 1-9 hours in 
classes •apd labs. 
N=l4l 
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REPORTED^UMBER OF EXTRA HOURS ON CAMPUS PER WEfeK " ~ 
♦Includes the categories "No class hours reported," "Excessive total' hours reported," "Misread qtiestion,-- 



PERCENTAGES 
OF 

STUbENTS ' - 
REPORTING. .. 




er|c 



137. 



Figure 102. 



Reported number of extra hours on campus, 
. extended day 'classes , for 10-12 hours in 
classes and labs , expressed as percentages of • 
total number of students reporting 10-12 
hours in classes and labs.* 
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•Includes the categories "No class hours reported." "Excessive total hours reported." and "Misread question." 
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Fi'gure 103. 



\ Reported number of extra^ hours on campus, 
extended 'day classes > for a3--l8 hours in 
classes and labs, expressed as percentages 
of total number of students reporting 

■ 13-18 hours' in classes and labs, 
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Figure lOU, ' * - > 

Means o^f reported number of extra hours 
on campus plotted against number of hours 
in classes or lalSsJ extended day classes . 
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Figure 105. 

Reported number of extra hours on campus, 
all classes , for 1-6 hours in classes and 
labs, expressed as- percentages -of total - 
number of students reporting 1-6 hours in 
classes and labs". , 
N=l»8 . . ■ . • 
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^Included the'categoriesj^ classjhou^s reported," 'Wssive total *hours reported," and "Misread question. 
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Figure 106. 



Reported number of extra hours on'^canpus, 
all classes , for 'T^S. hours in classes and 
labs, expressed as percentages of total' 
nunber of studeAts reporting 7-9 hours in 
classes and labs. 
H=57 
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•Incluae^ the categories "No class houi^ refbrted," "Excessive total hours reported." tod "Misread questi 
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Figure 107. 



Reported nmber of extra hours on campus , 
all classes , for 10-12 hours in classes • 
and labs, expressd as percentages of total 
number of students- reporting 10-12 hours 
in classes and labs. 
H=133 . . - 
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flncludes the c«#g,rie9 "No. class hours imported.". "Excessive total hours reported." and "Misread question." 
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Figure 108. 



Reported number of extra hours on campus, 
all classes , for 13-15 hours in classes and 
labs, expressed as percentages of total 
number of students reporting 13-15 hours 
in classes and lal)s. 
N=117 
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REPORTED NUMBEH .OF EJfcTRA HOURS ON CAMPUs' PER WEEK 
•Includes, the categories. "No class ^ours reported," "Excessive total hours reported," and "Misread question." 
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Figure 109. 

Reported nmber of extra hours on campus, 

all classes , for I6-18 hoursn fa cXasses' 

and labs, expressed^ as percentages of total 
number of students reporting 16-18 hoxirs 
in classes and labs. 
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Figure 110. 



Reported numb^ of extra haurs on campus, 
all classes ^ for 19-21 hours in classes and 
labs, expressed as per,c|ntages of total ^ 
number of students reporting 19-21 hours 
in classes and labs. 
N=79 . • ^ " . 
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^Includes th6 categories, "No class hours reported," "Excessive total hours reported, "-'and "Misread question." 



FRir 



26 



n 



264- • 



.o 



PERCEKTAGE5 
OF - ' 



REPORTBJG 

u ■ 




» Figure 111, 



Reported number of extra hours on campus, 
all classes ^ for 22+^ hours in classes -and labs,' 
expressed as percentages of total number of 
students reporting 22+ hours in classes and 
labs, • • - 
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♦Includes the categories "No class hours reported," "Excessive total hours report.ed," and "Misread "question." ** 
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^e^s of extra number of hQurs on campus plotted i 
against number'/of hours in classes and 
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.l6-l8 hours in/STaases or labs^per veek: M=2.750 
19-21 ..hours in classes or labs per week: M=2.882 
§2+ hours ^in classes or labs per veek^ m»2.939 • 

•aese'values are' gyaptwd W Figure 112, alpn[g vith' the least-aqulres i'ine. * 
1he'(^rrelation ^efficient i:=.89, vhich, as for the dm classes','- means that 
,for_3^ Classes thej^ is a ^relationship betveen the exp^ted value, of-.the 
nui!a>er of extra hcxirs bn campus and the huafcer of hours spent in classes 'and 
labs. 25 ' , ' ■ ' ' • 
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Again, it/is ii^xartaat to remember*, that this .relatiioship' is not l>etvcenr 
the two variables ninaber o*f" extsra ^ours on cas^us and nxisber of hours in 
classes and labs, but rather betveen the expected values (i^e. , ''meanfl/) of 
extra hours on campua and niM)er of hours in glasses and lalis^ Also /refcenber 
that ea<di expected value (i.e., mean) is itaelf based on*a distribution,- 
vhi<ih/in these cases usuall7 has rather vide dispersion. 



8^ Vtxxdenjts'. 'Re|ort8 of Wh.ere They Ate Lunch ' • 
over a .cne-fWeel? period. 



StiSPnts vere asked vhere they had eaten lunch during the past we^ 
through the question "Last *eek I ate lunch, at': (Check on^or each day)" 
m -SQutes^wita eating, facilities wese listed, followed by the categories 
"Off-Caapus" and "didn't.* eat Imch." The Statistical Sumaary on page 7' 
■shpvs the results. Of, interest is the fact that among both categories 
Of nev stiident's, those in day Classea'end those in extended day classes, 
the great 'majority either^ responded tiiat .they* ate off -campus or that they 
didn't eat liinch: 

I>ay Classes / tN=l*58) 

^ pi caaims ^ ^ 119 . ^<25.#^ of i*58) 

• Off-^caamjfi or didn't » . • * 

eajrivnch- / 339 ' {7k.02% of 1^58) 

^58 ' ^iooTopjT 

K 

. * Extended Day Classes (H=128)' \ ^/ 

On caiapus ( q of, 12fl)' 





.Off-cearpus or didn't 



- eat lunch 117 ^i91',klS of 128^) 

225 > lOO.OOjl • 

All Classes (H«^86) 

On.caapus - ^ ' 130 (22.10% of 586) 
Off-canpus or didn't 



eat lunch 1*56 {n.82X of 5&^) 

558r lOO.OOJf 



Figures i-iii display thege data in «r^ forri'^^ brokei^ down hy location - 
(oyn House axil other Hoiise), i . . • . <5> 

Oiere la: sone indication, that 'some stuclents misread the guestion aUd 

>^ , ■ . _ . ' 

marked tfie "Didn't eat' lunch" category ^en they "in fa^' should have 



. . ■ ' • ■ ' 15C. • 

Ifflfrked the "Offnctopus" category; howeyer, if one- looks at' this q^e8tion 

as one of "the indicators of: students involvement in. House and campua iffe, • 

4. • \' 

then from. that poiht o*f view, the distinction between the "Didn't eat lunch 

category -and the "Of f -campua" ■ category is not important, and can and 

. probably should be considered as ooe category. Although an ejcamination of 

reasons tor not eating on cm^* was outside the. scope of this surv^yC 

^ . ^ / * 

some students volynteered Reasons for they chose liot to have luncU' on . 

cainpus. ^The ^vo reasons reported nist- often by the day classes were 
^ , w . — ^ 

' (1) that :^e student's clas^es^ vere over by. noon and that he or she ther^^ ' 
•fore went home or. to worked had .lunch thpre^ and (2) that the student 
could not ^fftord the jxrices of the ^ouse snack bars . Wfth respect to . 
extended "dj^ Classes ^ some ."students reported .that th^y^ ^ere not on caafmis** 
at ^,d3pin$ the'^day. .IJiis i§> of course in line with the fact that ' ^ 

5%^T% of the Students in the extended Oay classes work at least" UO hot^js 

M ' " ^ i ^ . * • \ I ' ' ^ 

» week, and 'are ^therefore' not cSmpus during the day. ^ * 

• Figures were alsoVpbtaihed for where students ate lunch categpr^zed • 
Dy reported^ House msfberahip, for only those students who reported their 
- House membership-/ ^igtures iv-vl show fhis in tables, and figures v±i-ii 
in gi^aph f6pm. Note t&s^ these figures and percentages include only 
thosfe students ^riap rapoyt'ed Houa^e menfcelRship. Those students ^'o reported 
Schweitzer House menfbership. were counted^ sis haying eaten lunch iirj;lieir 



c^.fiouse if th$y reported. eat iig luzich at Einstein Hoxise. Thorpe 
students are oiiitted from this tabulation becac£se of thfe fact that Thorpe 
' House ha3 as' yet no buiXding. Vo%^ that for the dsj^ clcisse sV showgin ' 



. figures Iv and vii,' Mi^ir-Tw^in "had the larges^^^^pentage of students ] . 
(23.08^) repprting that they ate IxmchJtirtheir. own House 'at least 'otice^ " ' 
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Figure 113. 



S^dents' reports of where 
;^hey ate lunch over a pne-veek 
period, day class^ , atU -Houses , 
combined, expressed"^ as percentages 
of N=li58. 
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Students* reports of where 
they ^ate lunch over a one-week 
period > extended day classes , ' 
all Houses combined, expressed 
as percentages of N=128. ' 
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Figure 115. 



Students' reports* of wh^ere they 
ate lunch over a one-week period, 
all classes ^ all Houses combined^, 
expressed as p^6eniages of 
N=586. 
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Students' reports of where 
they ate lunch over a'one- 
week period^^ day clg^'ses 
broken down by repdf'ted 
House menbership and expressed 
both as raw^dat^ and below 
as ^tercentages of^ reported 
House membersliips for day • 
classes, lJ=39T« 
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Figure I17. 



Students' reports of vhere 
they ate l^anch over a one- 
week period, ext^ended day 
classes , broken down by 
reported House membership 
and expressed both as raw 
data and belov as percentages 
of reported House memberships 
for extended day classes. 
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Students' reports'. of wher 
they ate lunch' over a one 
week' period, all , classes , 
broken do'^m by reported 
House membership and 
expressed both as rav 
data and below as percent 
ages of total reported 
House EeabershiTD. 
. N=2i68. 
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Figure 119. . . , , , 

Students' reports of where they ate lunch, 
day classes ^ broken down by House, expressed 
as percentages of total reported House 
membership for day, classes. 
N=397 . ' ' . - . • • 
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Figure 120. ^ . . * 

'Students' reports of where they ate^lunch, 
extended. day cla^ses ^ broken-down by House, 
expressed as percentages of total reported 
House' membership for extended day classes. ' 
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Figure 121. 

Students* reports of w^ex'e they ate liinch, * 
all classes , broken d6wn by House, expressed 
as percentages of total reported Ho\ise 
menibership for all classes. 



Solid bars -are categories' "Off 
White bars are category "Other 
Striped bars are category "Qim 



. MUIR-TWAIN , CARNEGIE 

-campus" and "DinnH eat lunch. 
House;" ' • 
Hoixse." 



I 



r 
k 



'k :■ ■ 
t ■ 



'A ^ 



EDISON . _ SCHWEITZER 



i 



ERIC 



2S3 



• ■ ' ' \ , l6l. • 

9. Students' Reports of Extra-currldula^vAgtivities 
Students were, asked how many extra-currictdar activities they had partic- 
i|)ated in during the past week by the question '^ast w6ek I participated in 

number of extra-curricular activities ^n cappus (athletic events, club 

meetings concerts , chow-downs, etc.*). The Statistical Suranary qn Page 7 
shows -the results. These figures are presented in graph form'dn Figures ' • 
122-12^*. Note- the extremely low percentages of stud^ts in both day and 
extended day classes who had at the time of the survey participated in any 
extra-curricular activities. Because of the if act that the survey was telken 
in, the fii:st or second week 6f these students' college careers (a time when 
most new students are still in the process of finding their classes, buying. ^ 
their books, etc.), the importance „of these low percentages is questionable, 
and* probably no interpretations of the data shp^d .be made at this time. The"" 
follow-up survey of these studenta, which-fis in the process of being taken,-, 
will yiel^ more meaningful figures.. Indeed, some students volunteered the 
information that while they had not -yet participated in extra-curricular 
acitivites, they planned to do so once they got, settled into the school 
routine.^ ' . - 



4 ^ 



V 



This sort of question .is obvloiisly not ,a gofed one to ask brand new students; 
however, becaiise the same sturvey is being done' as a follow-up on the n^w stu- 
deats- amd also with a setoiple of "old" 'students , Jh6 identloal questional res 
should be used ip all ceases to ensure proper control. This is why thl6 
question appeared here. ,^ * . ' ^ \ I 
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Reported number ^of extra-curricular 
activities, day classes, expressed as • ' * ~ 
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Figure 123. 

Reported niunber of extra-curricular 
'activities, extended day classes , 
^expressed as percentages of total 
nvunber of students in the extended 
day classes* 
N=128* 
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' APPENDIX ,A: THE QUESTljONAIRE 

Figure A-i is a copy of the questionaire administered to the Gui^ce>l*0 
classes^ The followrixp study, for ^ich data is being collected^ of course 
uses the identical qtiestionaire in the Identical format, men doing control ^ 
or foilow-up studies, or in general any sort of coii5)af'ative study, it is of, ^ 
course advisable to use the identical questionaire in order to rule out the 
introduction of extraneous variables related to the fcjrmat of the questionaire 
itself. Note the following features of this /lu^tionaire: 

1. "All questions, with the excepj^ion of the ^unch question, eire fill-in 
. rathexthan a imaltiple-choice checklist. What this means is that the infor- 

\ 

mation was given on ai^^^ctive recall rather than on a recognition basis. For [ 
example, to answer the question on House Advisor, the student had to be able^ 
to Actively recall his or her Advisor*^ name, rather than nje rely being able to 
pick it our from- a list of all the Advisqrs.- The possible exception is the 
question about House menbership; here it is possible that the student was able 
to recognize his or her HouPe'? f^6m ;fche list given in the subsequent lunch 
question. With respect to the lunch Question, response categories Vere given 
tx>x the student to choose ?rpm, since this qiiestion was not designed to elicit 
student:»s knowledge about . his *Hou8e, but rather was4esigned to elicit statil^!' 
ticai information, 

A'fixrther featitre of fill-in questions is that such question design re- 
quires, thi^t the respondent has some understanding of the question in order , to 



• be^^ble to answer, it, and thaVhis or her response vlll to a certain degl^ 
display underst^ding or lack of understanding of the question. It should be 
conversely ntoted that a jfesp^dant need have absolutely no understanding of • 
the 'question in-order to aAswer a multiple-choice question, and tht.t there- 

r^earcher does not really know whether the question was acswered 
with -an understanding of it. One the other hand, the .use of i' fill-in 
question design vill not. decrease the number of misunderstood questions, but ' 
it will enable the researcher to detect those respondalhts who did not under- 
stand the question. ^ (It should be paj4nthetically noted that the same is 
true for respondents who aren't taking the questionaire seriously and whose 
answers are intended to be jok^s; this phenomenon is extremely rare, since 
most respondants are cooperative and helpful, but it does happen once in a 
great while). - * ' 

2. With respect to the questions requiring a number as a response, tjaese 
questions were also designed with fill-in rat h^ than multiple-choice re- 
sponse categories. Some questionaires use grouped-number response categories, 
such as the following: 

0-5 ihours per week * " ' 

- 6*10 hours per week 

^ 11-15 hourClpter week • ^ 

It was decided not to use theses sorts .of response categories for the following 
reasons: (a) It is somet'imes very difficult to know the proper( size of 
the intervals used in the response categories, unless there is prior infor- 
mation, as from a previous study. ^I was here, however, dealing with a popu- 
lation of largely unknown parameters (at least with respect to some of the 
questions asked) and it^ts difficult to decide under such circumstances what 
the proper intervals for grouped questions should be. Once the data has been 
collected, then it can be grotqjed. (b) It is always possible to group raw 



data if grouping is necessary and desirable (which it usually is); howev^, 
the^converse is^ not true. If the data are cpllected as grouped data in the \ 
first place, the raw numbers "can never be recovered; 

•3. The^questionaire l^s specifically and intentionally designed *to be 
no longer than one page. Brevity is desirable becaxise of respondant fatigue 
as the number of questions increases. Brevity, however, need , not' mean pau- 
city of information; note the tremerfJous amounts of information contained in 
this report which came from this* one short questipnaire* (Indeed, even more 

' ■ " ■ - k 

information could TDe extracted by making u?e of the information which the ^ 
Registrar has on these students; all students were ^asked to put the ii> student ^ 
numbers on >the questionaires, so it would be possible to find out, for example, 
the auniber.of extra hours spent on campus broken dowm by sex, or age, or mar- 
ital status. ) . . 

U. The questionaire was . written in straightforward, non-techilical'lan- * 
/guage. The researcher can never be^sure that all respondan|is are reading 
^uad interpreting the questions in the* way she intends, and some misreading 
is inevitable, but the avoidance technical language and i;j|^e Use of 
straightforward language cuts down this uncertainty. . ^ 

5. last, but by no^means least, note the researcfier •s statement^of 
confidentiality at the top of the questionaire. This was .also repeated 
verbally to the classes upon administration of the questioifaire. This is 
not ethically indicated, it is also a sound' iiieth6d.ological procedure! 
respondants are more likely to answer and answer truthfullV if .they are 
assured that there will be limited access to thelA- individual answers, (in 
other cases, it is of co\arse desirable and necesiiary that others besides Just 
the researcher have access ta the individual responses; in these cases, th^ 
respondant should be told- eafactly <!hat .kinds of persons will have access to 
'their individual responses.) ^ ' , 

Si99 
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XPPEKDIX .B: PORIJDLAS 
The' following formulas were used .throughout* this report: 



!• Arithmetic mean, desfgnkted by I/b 



N 



—or 



2* Standard deviation^*, designated by s;.^ 



i=l 



3« Slope of a line segment, desig^led by M; 



A. Least-squares line,* designated by the ^formuj^a Y=a+bX: 



i=l 



N 



i=l 



5. Correlation ooefficient, desi^j;iated by-Tfr^ 
r= Y (X-^) (Y-"^) ' 



jJWVERSITY OB^ALIF: 
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Since we are dealing with a population, this of course shot^^d more properly 
be -deaignat^d by., the Oreeb letter a i howev^rj for typing ease,^ "s" waa^;iised - 
to IMS report/ ' \. ' . , rSopV^X ' 1 ^ * ^ . 



Instructions; , Please .complete each sentence if . possible. If you don't knov or 
are undecided, leave it blank or write In "yhdecided". But if possible, try ♦ to 
answer. Your answers will be kept confidential; I (Dr. Judy Davidson) will be 
the only, one to ever see them. Thank'you for your help and cooperation. 
1 ♦ , - 
The name of the House I belqng to is ^; — 

; I .plan to majop^ in [ ^ ^' • 



The name of my counselor is 



7 



The name of my hoxise* advisor 



The name of-^my^ house president is a 

I work h ours every week on^a job outside of school. 



Jiours a week at school in classes or labs. 
Jiours a week at school aside from the time I spend in 



I spend about 

I spend- about ; 

classes or labs. 

Last week 1" ate lunch at: (Check one for each day) ' 



Monday: M uir-Twain . Tuesday: 
^B ernstein 

jEiilstein 

E dison 
, ^ C ajnegie 

Q ff->cammi8 
Didn't eat • lunch ^ 



_Muir-T^ain 
_Bemstein 
JEinstein 
JEdison 
JJarnegie 
JDff-campus 
l)idn't eat lunch 



Wednesday : 



Jluir-Twain 
^Bernstein 
[jlinstein 
JBdisbn 
JJarnegie 
J3ff-campus 
J)idn't e^t 
lunch 



^J^ur 



sdc^: 



Jlixlr-Twain 

^Bernstein ' 

_Einstein 

JEdison 

jCamegie 

JDff -campus ^ 

"bldn'.t eat lunch 



Friday': ' 



JJuir-Twain 
^Bernstein 
_Einstein - 
Jldis^n 
JJarnegie - 
JDff -campus 
"Didn't eat lunch 



number of extra-currj^ular activities on 



Last yeek I participated itt 

campus (ajbhletic events, club meetings, concerts; chow-downs, etc.) 



r 



100 



PRECSNTAGES: 

STUDENTS • " 
REPORTING 




EniSTEIN 



BERI^STEIN 




-I 



^8. 



Figure 119. 



Students' reports of where they ate lunch, 
day classes , broken down by House , expressed 
as percentages of total reported House 
membership for day classes. 
N=397 . ' • ■ - - - • • 



MUIR-TWAIN 



CARNEGIE 



EDISON 



Solid bars are categories "Off-campiis" and Didn't eat lunch." 
White bars are category "Gather Hq^use." 
Striped bars are category "Own House." 



ERIC 



28-1 



!3 4 



SCHWEITZER 



